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Gateways for Athabascan Migration
to the American Southwest

Deni J. Seymour
The earliest known dates (A.D. 1300s and 1400s) for ancestral Athabascans are found along the

Rio Grande valley in the Southwest and in the bordering mountains of southern New Mexico and
Arizona. This evidence suggests that there was at least one mountain or intermontane route into the
Southwest, probably in addition to Plains routes. Still unanswered has been why the earliest Athabascan
sites are located where they are and not in adjacent areas. New, geographically specific information
about restrictions to travel suggests that early Athabascan site distributions may result from more than
just sampling deficiencies. Limited access routes (or gateways) were available to the migrants in low-
lying areas west of the Rocky Mountains owing to deeply incised and impassable canyons. Recent
investigations of these restricted passageways provide clues as to why ancestral populations were
funneled through the Four Corners area (and not further west), which brought them down the Rio
Grande valley and into the adjacent mountains. This information is important for those who study
Athabascans or who are concerned with ethnicity and culture change in the terminal Prehistoric and
Historic periods on the Plains. These data indicate that parallel or even earlier developments were
occurring in the mountains that must now be considered.

Keywords: Athabascans, migration, intermontane route, western slope, barriers

Most early models of ancestral Athabascan
migration to the American Southwest from the Sub-
arctic argued in favor of a Plains route (Carlson
1965; Gunnerson 1960; Gunnerson and Gunnerson
1971; Hester 1962; Keur 1941:5; Schaafsma 1996,
2002; Wedel 1940; Wilcox 1981). These models pos-
ited entry into the Southwest in the sixteenth cen-
tury just prior to the 1540-1542 Coronado expedi-
tion. Assumptions regarding this Plains-only route
and a late arrival rest largely on an absence of men-
tion by Coronado expedition chroniclers of
Apachean-like groups to the west and one rather
vague historical reference by an expedition chroni-
cler Pedro de Castaneda de Najera. When examin-

ing one of many Galisteo Basin pueblos destroyed
by attackers, the Spaniards were told that 16 years
earlier, or about 1525, the Teyas had "come into
that land in large numbers and had destroyed those
pueblos" (Flint and Flint 2005:420; see Gunnerson
1956,2006:5; Lambert 1954:6;Riley 1995:184).While
this view of a late arrival remains popular among
some scholars, there are numerous other more vi-
able interpretations of this passage, especially since
there is DNA evidence that the initial Athabascan
migrants arrived in small numbers and chronomet-
ric evidence that ancestral Apacheans were present
much earlier in the mountainous Southwest than
on the Plains (e.g., Malhi et al. 2008; Seymour 2008a,
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2009a, 2013a). Moreover, this passage could refer-
ence any of the many other non-Athabascan mo-
bile groups who were present on the Plains at that
time. At a minimum, a violent presence among or
first inter-cultural encounter with these pueblos
does not incontrovertibly or intrinsically imply the
initial migratory occurrence of any of these groups
in this region. This passage implies and known re-
gional ethnographic behavior documents se-
quences of amiable relations followed by violent
ones and vice versa, not the all-out enemy or friend
scenario familiar to these Europeans. Historical
documentary passages are rarely as unambiguous
as implied by early interpretations of this specific
documentary content.

For quite some time many active researchers
have suggested arrival also via a mountain or inter-
mountain corridor (Brugge 1993, 2012; Harrington
1940; HuscherandHuscher 1942,1943; Magneand
Matson 2004; Opler 1983:385; Riley 1954; Spencer
1947:27; Steward 1936:63; Thomas 1907:193;
Underhill 1956:12, 22-23, 25-26; Van Valkenburg
1938; Wilmeth 1977). Recent research in the moun-
tainous Southwest has raised new evidence in sup-
port of a mountain and/or intermountain route. In
fact, the preponderance of the evidence suggests,
at a minimum, passage through the mountains or
along the western slopes and foothills of the Rocky
Mountains (Gordon 2012; Seymour2008a, 2012a,
2013a), "between the treeless heights and the tree-
less plains," as a Chiricahua account indicates (Cole
1981, 1988). On the other hand, it is likely that other
groups took a Plains route. Some may have stayed
on the Plains, while others may have moved down
the Plains-mountain margin, utilizing both zones,
which would include a course along the eastern
mountain slopes. A split in migration tracks north
of Colorado would explain some of the key differ-
ences between Plains- and mountain-oriented
Athabascan groups on the one hand, and the dual-
use (Plains-mountain margin) adaptation of other
groups. Some of these differences include house
types, rock art symbolism, and pottery (e.g.,
Seymour2008b, 2009b, 2010a, 2012a, 2013a).Agen-
eralized but dispersed movement to the south, in
small family groups, by no specific route
(Harrington 1940:521; Huscher and Huscher
1942:82; Magne and Matson 2004; Seymour 20 12b;
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Thomas 1907:192; Underhill 1956:12) would also
contribute to this explanation of the known distri-
butions.

The earliest known dates for ancestral
Athabascans are from the mountain corridors and
adjacent basins, rather than from the Plains. 1 These
dates place ancestral groups in the heart of the
Southwest in the 1300s, perhaps earlier (Seymour
2002a, 2008a, 2012a, 2013a). While sample sizes of
dated sites from the earliest period are still small,
the contexts are exceptional with high quality di-
rect dates (including on annuals) on ancestral
Apachean material culture-artifacts and fea-
tures-whose cultural affiliation has been con-
firmed in multiple contexts (Seymour 2013a).2 As a
result of these new data there is increasing reason
to believe that the mountain ranges that straddle
the New Mexico-Arizona state line were the core of
Southwestern Apache occupation and also the (or
a) corridor by which early migrants entered this
region.

All of these issues are of interest and many
have been addressed elsewhere. In this article I
would like to focus on why this particular geo-
graphic location was the western corridor to the
Southwest. Understanding the basis for this re-
stricted route may help focus research in relevant
areas where additional evidence can be identified
and existing data can be reevaluated. Documenta-
tion of a western corridor would go far toward ex-
plaining the differences between the Plains Apache
adaptation and that of the mountainous Southwest
(as I have discussed elsewhere; see Seymour 2008b,
2009b, 2010a) and why the earliest known
Athabascan dates are in the mountainous South-
west.

Understanding the various routes of migra-
tion is important because knowledge of route re-
strictions explains why the earliest Athabascan
evidence is along the Rio Grande corridor and in
the mountains of southern New Mexico and Ari-
zona. This also explains why there might be an oc-
cupational hiatus in the 1400s and 1500s in central
Arizona (e.g., Haury 1985) but not further south or
to the east in New Mexico where a continuous pres-
ence of people has now been documented (e.g.,
Seymour 20 13a).3 Adjustments to regional environ-
mental and political variations are reflected in later
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Apachean adaptations, suggesting that these dis-
tinctions might have originated in earlier practice
by groups choosing different routes south.

The content of this article is relevant to both
the Plains and Southwest because it discusses
routes taken by Athabascans to their historical
homelands. Plains researchers often reference
Southwestern processes, events, and groups in their
research, but rely on outdated models of migration
routes, much later dates of an Athabascan pres-
ence, and often place other forms of evidence be-
fore archaeological data, rather than considering
all lines of relevant data. Discussions of the earli-
est Athabascans and their migration are often
viewed as Plains issues and many archaeologists
are still under the misimpression that there was a
Plains-only route to the Southwest with an initial
Plains adaptation. Yet, in fact, initial Athabascan
migration must now be considered a Southwest
issue as well, with distinct material culture signa-
tures, earlier dates, and different routes. The fol-
lowing discussion should clarify the nature of evi-
dence from the Southwest, convey reasons for the
geographical distribution of the earliest-dated
Athabascan sites, and point to references where
additional information regarding several related and
complex topics can be obtained.

GATEWAYS, ACCESS POINTS, AND
BARRIERS

Previous researchers have pointed out that
geography was critical in the location and direc-
tion of prehistoric and historic indigenous trade
routes and Spanish trails (Baker 2008, 2012;
Bandelier 1892:27-28,31-32; Huscher 1939). This
concept that terrain characteristics form barriers to
travel, thus necessitating the use of a limited range
of travel corridors for migration was suggested by
Bandelier (1892:31-32), although he was not very
precise in his reckoning: "transverse upheavals of
the surface, and often barriers of that nature have
changed the fate of a group, compelling it to re-
trace its steps, even to 'go back to the place of
beginning'." Harrington (1940:524) mentioned that
for ancestral Apache migration through an inter-
montane region "the only barrier to a direct march
south through eastern Utah and western Colorado
would have been the Unitah Range running east
from Great Salt Lake" but that migrants could have
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easily crossed or gone around this barrier. He con-
tinued, saying that if they went around the eastern
end of the Unitah Range:

They would undoubtedly have come down the
Green River valley to the junction of the Colo-
rado River, and then traversed the western slopes
of the Rocky Mountains to what is now western
New Mexico. They would certainly not have
followed down the canyon of the Colorado be-
low the Green River, but would have cut across
high mesa country into the San Juan drainage
(Harrington 1940:524).

More recent studies in Colorado provide much
more detailed and relevant information about pas-
sage through this western area based on investi-
gation of the routes of Spanish-period explorers
(Baker 2008,2012). These discussions suggest al-
ternative routes south, above the confluence of
the Green and Colorado rivers, that provide viable
alternatives to the western slopes of the Rockies.
These studies clarify that west of the Continental
Divide there are a few, but only a few, places where
horses and modem traffic can easily cross the bar-
riers created by the deeply entrenched Colorado
River and its Gunnison River tributary. These would
likely have been the major crossing points for pe-
destrian travel throughout prehistory. These cross-
ing points are at the great travel access points
(sometimes referred to as gateways) on the
Gunnison River at Delta, Colorado and on the Colo-
rado River at Moab, Utah (Figure 1; Baker 2008:4,
8). These are the only places where the deep can-
yons of these rivers can be readily crossed. There
is another less easily accessed travel opportunity
at the confluence of the Dolores River and the Colo-
rado River near Cisco, Utah. According to Steven
Baker (personal communication 2011), however, this
involves a tortuous trail of many miles along the
floor of the Dolores Canyon.

As Steven Baker (personal communication
2011) notes, the Colorado River above Grand Junc-
tion, Colorado to the Continental Divide can be
crossed at many points, but to the south the mas-
sive Black Canyon of the Gunnison River and
Dominguez and Escalante Canyons form a formi-
dable barrier that can only readily be crossed at
Delta (Figure 1). The canyon of the Colorado River
below Moab also presents a substantial obstacle
to travel. Once through the Moab access point,

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 [

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 L

ib
ra

ry
 U

tr
ec

ht
] 

at
 0

7:
54

 1
6 

M
ar

ch
 2

01
6 



PLAINS ANTHROPOLOGIST VOL. 57, NO. 222, 2012

Figure 1. Map showing the limited number of access points for an intermontane route and
a high-mountain corridor on the western slopes of the Rocky Mountains.
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River, where they would
cross into New Mexico's
Farmington area, the
Dinetah heartland. To
continue on south from
Moab to the San Juan
River would involve rout-
ing through rocky can-
yons of the Colorado Pla-
teau all the way to the
upper San Juan River. If
ancestral Athabascan
peoples came south from
either the Moab or Delta
access points, a greater
number might have fol-
lowed the easier portion
of the route south from
Big Bend that became
the Spanish Trail.

A more general per-
spective on these access
routes shows that these
are clustered together
geographically and pro-
vide passage north-
south along the west
side of the Continental
Divide (Figure 2). Of rel-
evance, their clustering

lies directly north of the areas in New Mexico and
Arizona with the earliest evidence of ancestral
Athabascan presence, which presents intriguing
possibilities for narrowing the search for the earli-
est Athabascan routes south.

These topographic constrictions may have as-
sisted in the rise of the earlier and unrelated prehis-
toric archaeological manifestation in Colorado and
Utah referred to as the Gateway Tradition. These
large Gateway Tradition sites are positioned at
these funnel points and derive their name from these
natural topographic gateways (Baker 2008; Reed
1997; Reed and Metcalf 1999). They rose to impor-
tance because there are only so many good ways
through the rocky terrain, and they controlled ac-
cess. Here entrenched steep-sided canyons are
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movement to the south soon encounters the en-
trenched canyon of the San Juan River, which be-
comes much more fordable at its upper reaches in
New Mexico.

All traffic northward or southward, west of the
Continental Divide, unless proceeding through the
especially rugged mountains had to go through
either the Big Bend of the Dolores River or via the
San Luis valley (Figure 1). The San Luis valley is
where the Rio Grande heads, providing an easy
route to southern New Mexico and, with little ef-
fort, to southeastern Arizona. The Big Bend of the
Dolores is the only place one could skirt the south-
ern Rockies west of the San Luis valley portal. Trav-
eling south through the Moab access point, geog-
raphy would channel people southeast to the Big
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Great Slave lake

Northwest Territories

sometimes over 2,000 feet deep (Baker 2008,
2012; Huscher 1939:27). These earlier pat-
terns of travel seem to have been mimicked
by later Athabascan migrants likely owing
to the presence of these natural gateways
or funnel points.

Once to the west of the mountains, the
above-treeline spine of the Rockies prob-
ably kept some groups of ancestral
Athabascan people to the west side of the
mountains, at lower elevations where re-
sources could be exploited as they trav-
eled. People on foot could negotiate their
way through mountainous passes by trav-
eling south along the western slopes of the
southern Rocky Mountains, as Harrington
(1940:524) had suggested, yet virtually all
other north-to-south travel between Moab
and the Continental Divide has long been
channeled to one or the other of the lower-
elevation access points.

At a certain point along this western
route their southern trek would have been
blocked in most places by the deeply en-
trenched, wide, and fast-flowing Colorado
River. The Colorado River has its origins in
La Poudre Pass at the Continental Divide
and soon becomes a wide and entrenched
river downstream from about Kremmling,
Colorado and certainly by Grand Junction,
where commitment to this westerly route
would have been finalized (Figure 1). This
is not to say that ancestral migrants could
not backtrack or otherwise find their way
around, but it seems many did not.

These access points, or gateways,
probably account for the funneling of an-
cestral Athabascans through a few loca-
tions on the trek south. Just as Baker
(2008:8) notes "Topography funneled all
traffic headed to regions north of the Colo-
rado [from the Southwest] toward one or
the other of these three river crossing
points," so too was southern oriented travel
focused toward these access points.

It is important to recognize that the
limited occurrence and distribution of these
routes does not mean that people walking

Manitoba

1..,Possible
. Western

Route

\. (Continental
'\. Divide

saskatchewan

lake Athabasca

Alberta

*Earliest Dated
Sites

• Access Points
(Gateways)

Figure 2. Inferred travel routes south from the Subarctic on the west
side of the Continental Divide. General locations of access points are
indicated and sites with the earliest known chronometric dates are
plotted showing their placement in the southernmost Southwest.
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could not get through other areas. Early
Athabascan migrants were not mounted, and horses
are more limited than pedestrians with respect to
their ability to negotiate steep and rocky slopes.
There are steep and narrow trails that were used by
people on foot, such as the later Ute (Baker 2008,
2012). In response to Bandelier's (1892) sugges-
tion that migration followed corridors because these
offered fewer obstacles, Harrington (1940:521) noted
"Indians on foot would as readily traverse moun-
tain ranges or other rough places as follow an open
corridor." Still, many places were impossible to cross
owing to the sheer faces of the river channel where
the river has cut through the rock. These limiting
factors related to topography make it more likely
that a greater number of Athabascans would have
come down through these key corridors which pro-
vided the widest and easiest access, on established
trails where they would not run into dead ends
within the maze of canyons. As Baker (2008:4) notes,
the trails that went through these access points
"were the only reasonably accessible ways for
people to pass through the basin's rugged topog-
raphy." In effect, the more migrants that went
through an access point the more likely some would
have survived and that some would have contin-
ued south. This is a matter of numbers. Also ease
of access would potentially have meant an earlier
arrival.

Such barriers as have been described above
did not exist to the east of the Continental Divide,
where travelers would have been free to move south
and were largely unobstructed by terrain as they
entered and left the Plains and utilized the Plains
and mountain slopes and foothills. This scenario
also fits with the work of Brunswig (2012) and
Gilmore and Larmore (2012). Ancestral Athabascan
sites have been found as high as 3,048 m (10,000 ft)
elevation east of the Continental Divide (Brunswig
2012). Their chronometric dates are not as early as
those from sites to the south in New Mexico and
Arizona, and have been reported so recently that
many believe that there has not been time for inde-
pendent examination or review. Moreover, they are
keying their identifications on a slightly different
material culture set (especially different pottery)
than Athabascan materials present to the south.
This suggests that either their Athabascan evidence
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represents a later adaptation after people had al-
ready arrived and then differentiated, or that by the
1400s the ancestral Athabascans inhabiting the
eastern slopes of the Rockies and the Plains had
split further north and then on their trek south be-
came differentiated from those traveling further west.
Contact with different resident tribes on the way
south would result in this pattern of differentiation
in some aspects of material culture, such as pottery
production, which is thought to have been adopted
from others. Given that the portion of the Dismal
River aspect that seems to be Athabascan may ex-
tend all the way north to the Black Hills (Tweedie
1968: 1134), it is most likely that the split occurred
far to the north. Insufficient information is avail-
able to determine how later movements affect cur-
rently known distributions of Dismal River (also
see Gully 2000).

TRIBAL SEPARATION

A directional change in movement seems ap-
parent somewhere to the north of Colorado, where
some groups slipped down the migration track fur-
ther west and others remained east of the Conti-
nental Divide. Such a split would result in some of
the substantial differences between Apachean
groups found in the Southwest and on the Plains
(e.g., house types, rock art symbolism, and pot-
tery; Seymour2008b, 2009b, 2010a, 2012a, 2013b).
This more northern divergence may correspond
with traditional accounts that describe such a split.
A Chiricahua traditional account mentions that Yusn
told the people to separate and after they did they
named everything. And then "All the tribes were
together at Hot Springs where they were to receive
supernatural power and all customs. At the place
of the prairie branching in four directions they met"
(Opler 1942: 14-15). Archaeologists have suggested
that this location might be in the Black Hills (Wilcox
1981 :219), but it could just as likely be the hot
springs of Yellowstone in Wyoming, consistent with
Mescalero tradition (Carmichael and Farrer
2012:Figure 8.3), or any of the many other hot
springs in the region. It seems likely that some
people moved down the Rockies as the mountain
range bends through British Columbia, Alberta, and
Montana. This implies a commitment to the moun-
tains early in the process, perhaps even at initia-
tion, conceivably by a subset of people already
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dependant on mountain zones. Alternatively, a
southward trajectory down the northwest Plains
from Alberta and Saskatchewan (Figure 2), may have
been followed by a westward tum in Wyoming at
South Pass (Harrington 1940:523), similar to
Gordon's (2012) suggestion that they turned at the
Green River. This tum would have the same early
result of separating groups and placing them on
both sides of the Continental Divide defined by
the spine of the Rocky Mountains. Here, on the
west side of the Rockies, the Grand Junction and
Delta access points would be the first encountered
(Figure 1).

The north-south trending Rockies would have
presented a formidable obstacle, both wide and
high, but not a barrier to these early Athabascans
who became (if some were not initially) mountain
adapted. The barrier effect of the mountains should
be perceived differently relative to circumstances
of use. Traversing this area for a campaign or ex-
ploration trip, as did Juan Rivera in 1765 and the
Franciscan Fathers Dominguez and Velez de
Escalante in 1776 (e.g., Baker 2008, 2012), is a differ-
ent matter than crossing a region as part of a daily
routine when there is time to become familiar as
game is hunted, and when camp can be established
wherever, whenever night falls. As Harrington
(1940:521) wrote, "the whole area was meshed with
trails, some even following ridge tops and provid-
ing quite passable routes for migrating bands." For
those familiar with the terrain, foot routes were avail-
able into and across the mountains that would have
been used for trade, resource procurement, and
migration, including shifting from one side of the
range to the other. Sprague (1964) has described
high-mountain passes that allowed west to east
travel though the Rockies, and Huscher and
Huscher (1942:82) and Brunswig (2012) have re-
ported high-elevation sites, some near passes, that
they suggest are ancestral Apachean, although as
noted, more research is needed to assess these
inferences.

Many groups would have taken this mountain
corridor south and, if they kept to the western
slopes between Kremmling/Grand Junction and the
Continental Divide (high-mountain corridor west
of the Continental Divide on Figure 1), they would
not have been foiled by deeply entrenched rivers.
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In effect, their trip would have resulted in a similar
geographic effect as taking the lower-elevation
western corridor across the plateaus, other than
the fact that they may have had less contact with
the Fremont or ancestral Ute people of the "tree-
less plains." Historic groups commonly shared and
crossed through portions of one another's territo-
ries so a common-use zone on this portion of the
plateau or western slopes of the Rockies is not
unrealistic. Most likely many Athabascan groups
seasonally exploited resource zones at different al-
titudes, as did later Apaches, and this may have led
some to a higher altitude transit while others found
their way through the lower-elevation access points.

By either high- or low-elevation routes along
the west side of the mountains, ancestral
Athabascans would have ended up near the Four
Comers area. This is the ancestral Dinetah or Na-
vajo homeland tree-ring dated toA.D. 1541, though
earlier pre-Dinetah phase dates have been obtained
(Seymour 2009a, 20 13a). Most importantly the Four
Comers and San Luis valley are situated in and
immediately north of the Navajo and Apache heart-
lands in the Southwest and north of where the ear-
liest chronometric dates have been obtained in
southern New Mexico and southeastern Arizona
(Figure 2).

Some groups may have traveled the lower-el-
evation path of least resistance within their foothill
and mountain niche (Huscher and Huscher 1942:82,
88) remaining west of the mountains while others
likely moved adroitly through the mountains,
though perhaps avoiding the towering peaks and
steep barren slopes above timberline, as Harrington
(1940:521,524) suggests. Others who had commit-
ted to an easterly drift would have continued that
general trajectory, staying east of the Continental
Divide, some remaining on the Plains, others ex-
ploiting the Front Range of the Rockies and the
western Plains margin. This type of diversity with
respect to landscape use is reflected in later
Apachean adaptations, thus there is no reason to
believe these differences did not originate in earlier
practice.

OTHER IMPLICATIONS

The distribution of early chronometric dates
in the heart of the Southwest and the availability of
these topographic access points present a scenario
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that shifts one migration track far enough to the
west to accommodate the Promontory Point mate-
rial identified at the Great Salt Lake as Athabascan
by Steward (1937, 1940, 1942, 1955; also see Ruscher
and Ruscher 1942:86; Tweedie 1968:1134). This
Promontory Point material is now being reexam-
ined, continues to be thought of as Athabascan by
some researchers owing to the similarities of arti-
facts to those found in the Subarctic, and dates in
the A.D. 1300to 1600 period (Grayson 2011:333).
Specifically this ethnic association is based on
moccasin characteristics as well as discontinuities
with the preceding Fremont culture in clothing, ce-
ramics, lithics, burial traditions, and a number of
other attributes (Ives 2013). This evidence is now
just beginning to be submitted for publication and
so has yet to be independently evaluated.

The difficult task will be to identify archaeo-
logical sites that relate to this early Athabascan
presence in this low-elevation, access-restricted
region and north. The zone was occupied by a num-
ber of different mobile groups as well as stationary
farmers. As Ruscher and Ruscher (1942:80) noted:

The question of prehistoric Athapaskan move-
ments, of course, is inextricably bound up with
questions of the final withdrawal southward of
the Pueblo proper, 650 years ago, and of the
arrival of recent Shoshoneans from the west at
some un-determined later date.

Evidence of these early Athabascans should
be overlain, temporally speaking, by the Ute (and
Comanche/Shoshone) signature. The Ute and
Athabascans shared similarities in material culture
that arose from similar adaptations. Both groups
were mobile, so their land-use and house signa-
tures may be comparable and sites related to both
groups tend to have low frequencies of material
culture.4 Yet, the Ute occupied the area even after it
was no longer used by Athabascans. A Ute signa-
ture has been identified that includes structures,
rock art, pottery, Desert side-notched points, split-
cobble scrapers, and flaked Shoshonean knives
(Bnmswigeta1.2009:57;Buckles 1971;Keams 1996;
Reed 1988). This signature differs from the
Athabascan signatures defined to the south and
east but many of the results are new, few data are
available, and the data have not been independently
assessed.5 Like those of the Apache, owing to a
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raiding and trading adaptation, Ute sites tend to
have material culture from other groups on them
and because of the otherwise scant Ute assem-
blage, Ute sites are often mistaken for sites of these
other groups (Seymour 2002b, 201 Ob;Truesdale et
al. 2010). It remains to be seen if the cultural signa-
ture and sites identified by Ruscher and Ruscher
(1942:85,87-88) are actually Athabascan, as many
believe they are not, and to assess how these re-
late to the Cerro Rojo complex (Seymour 2002b,
2004b, 2012a) and the Dismal River aspect (Bnmswig
2012; Gilmore and Larmore 2012) defined to the
south and east, respectively.

CONCLUDING STATEMENT
Of the many questions remaining about an-

cestral Athabascans one of the most persistent is
the route south. It is now obvious that Wilcox's
(1981:217) emphatic statement was premature:
"Progress in the last several years has virtually
eliminated support for an intermontane or Rocky
Mountain route [and] has confirmed a late entry
date." In fact, Athabascan manifestations in the
Southwest are rapidly becoming better known and
their presence again raises the question as to why
the earliest evidence is in the mountainous, south-
ern portion of the Southwest. The most parsimoni-
0us explanation is that there were both Plains and
mountain routes south. This new evidence on the
specific nature of these limited access points pro-
vides a surprisingly simple explanation for why their
early occupation focused along the Rio Grande and
points east and west, toward the southern end of
the Rocky Mountains.

For decades archaeologists have thought of
the Plains as the initial source of mountain
Athabascan groups, with a far southern Plains loop
into the Southwest. Regrettably, many researchers
continue to defend this outdated notion, appar-
ently unaware of this new evidence (e.g., Carrillo
2008). This old Plains-route-only view, however, is
not sustained by evidence for a much earlier an-
cestral Athabascan presence in the mountains.
Rather, it seems that mountain groups followed their
own route south, and, as is typical of later
Athabascan groups, people dispersed by the White
River ash fall may have coalesced at a predeter-
mined location. This volcanic eruption occurred
around A.D. 800 in northwestern Canada and is
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thought by many to be the impetus for Athabascan
groups migrating out of the area and beginning
their trip south (Deny 1975; Ives 1990: 42-46; 2013:
267; Magne2012: Figure 16.3;Workman 1979). One
location where they gathered on the way may have
been the hot springs noted in Apachean traditional
stories, before taking separate routes south. At
some point far to the north, perhaps at South Pass,
some Athabascans likely moved to the west side of
the Continental Divide and on through the restric-
tive terrain north of the Colorado River or above
these constrictions, high on the western slope of
the Rockies. Once passing the limited access points,
they could again expand their routes, heading down
the Rio Grande and west to the mountains of cen-
tral and southern Arizona and New Mexico. This
restriction in accessible routes to the south also
explains the generally recognized absence of early
ancestral Athabascan sites around the Mogollon
Rim, in areas that later become the Western Apache
(Cibecue, San Carlos, White Mountain) homeland,
and the earlier dates in the ancestral Chiricahua
and Mescalero areas.

The earliest ancestral Athabascan sites are of
a nature that they will not be recognized and distin-
guished unless researchers are aware of the pos-
sibility of their presence owing to training that
deemphasizes or distrusts ephemeral remains. Such
is the case in many circumstances where the dis-
tinctive attributes of culture groups are not widely
known and therefore field personnel not attuned to
local variations do not distinguish these remains
or recognize their significance. This is why well-
crafted and up-to-date culture histories are so cen-
tral to reports carried out for compliance purposes,
as these show a familiarity with the intricacies of
the regional and local record. In today's theoretical
landscape, culture history is often undervalued but
until the basic signatures and temporal and spatial
frameworks for all Southwest and Plains groups
have been discerned, including the mobile ones, it
is crucial that researchers remain open to less main-
stream notions. Moreover, it is important that ar-
chaeologists consider the theory behind their cul-
tural historical reconstructions, rather than eschew-
ing efforts to connect material culture to ethnic,
cultural, and historically referenced groups. The
perspective gained by evidence of these limited
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access points (or gateways) presents a geographic
basis for understanding why the earliest
Athabascan sites are found in the mountainous
Southwest and encourages effort toward identifi-
cation of additional sites in the low-lying regions
of limited access and on the western slopes of the
Rocky Mountains, as well as searching for equally
early dates on the southern Plains.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
I have wondered for some time how geography might

have restricted the travel routes of early migrants,
specifically Athabascans, west of the Rockies and how this
might relate to the distribution of the earliest known
Athabascan sites in the southern Southwest. It was not
until I reviewed a book manuscript by Steven Baker that
the pieces fell into place. He has spent decades studying
access through the rough and incised terrain west of the
Rockies in his efforts to trace historic Spanish trails. His
research provided the answer, which led to the writing of
this paper. Thanks to David Hill and Robert Brunswig for
providing up-to-date information on the Numic signature
and chronology, to John Ives for information on the on-
going Promontory Point work, and thanks to all four for
providing comments on early drafts of this paper.

REFERENCES CITED
Baker, Steven G

2008 Trails, Trade, and West-Central Colorado's Gateway
Tradition: Ethnohistorical Observations. Southwestern
Lore 74:1-41.

2012 Juan Rivera's First Colorado-1765: Spaniards
among the Utes and Paiutes on the Trail to Teguayo.
Translated by Rick Hendricks and illustrated by Gail
Carroll Sargent. Manuscript on file, Centuries
Research, Inc., Montrose, Colorado.

Bandelier, Adolph
1892 Final Report of the Investigations Among the

Indians of the Southwestern United States Carried on
Mainly in the Yearsfrom 1880 to 1885, Part 1. Papers
of the Archaeological Institute of American, American
Series III, Washington, D.C.

Brugge, David
1993 Eighteenth-Century Fugitives from New Mexico

among the Navajos. In Papers of the Third, Fourth,
and Sixth Navajo Studies Conferences, edited by
Alexandra Roberts, Jenevieve Smith, and June-el
Piper, pp. 279-283. Navajo Nation Historic
Preservation Department, Window Rock, Arizona.

2012 Emergence of the Navajo People. In From Land
of Ever Winter to the American Southwest: Athapaskan
Migrations and Ethnogenesis, edited by Deni J.
Seymour, pp. 124-149. The University of Utah Press,
Salt Lake City.

Brunswig, Robert
2012 Apachean Archaeology of Rocky Mountain

National Park, Colorado, and the Colorado Front
Range. In From Land of Ever Winter to the American

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 [

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 L

ib
ra

ry
 U

tr
ec

ht
] 

at
 0

7:
54

 1
6 

M
ar

ch
 2

01
6 



PLAINS ANTHROPOLOGIST

Southwest: Athapaskan Migrations and Ethnogenesis,
edited by Deni J. Seymour, pp. 20-36. The University
of Utah Press, Salt Lake City.

Brunswig, Robert, Sally McBeth, and Louise Elinoff
2009 Re-Enfranchising Native Peoples in the Southern

Rocky Mountains: Integrated Contributions of
Archaeological and Ethnographic Studies on Federal
Lands. In Post-Colonial Perspectives in Archaeology,
edited by Peter Bikoulis, D. Lacroix, and M.
Pueramaki-Brown, pp. 55-69. Chacmool
Archaeological Association, Calgary, Canada.

Buckles, William G.
1971 The Uncompahgre Complex: Historic Ute

Archaeology and Prehistoric Archaeology on the
Uncompahgre Plateau in West Central Colorado.
Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Department of
Anthropology, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor.

Carmichael, David L., and Claire R. Farrer
2012 We Do Not Forget; We Remember: Mescalero

Apache Origins and Migration as Reflected in Place
Names. In From Land of Ever Winter to the American
Southwest: Athapaskan Migrations and Ethnogenesis,
edited by Deni J. Seymour, pp. 182-197. The
University of Utah Press, Salt Lake City.

Carrillo, Richard F.
2008 An In-Depth Review of Southeastern Colorado

History. Electronic document, http://
www.secoloradoheritage.com!about-our- heri tage/An-
% 2 0 In - D ep t h % 2 0 Rev i e w % 2 0 0 f% 2 0 Sou t h-
eastern%20Colorado%20History. pdf, accessed
December 25, 2011.

Carlson, Roy L.
1965 Eighteenth Century Navajo Fortresses of the

Governador District. Studies in Anthropology 10,
University of Colorado, Boulder.

Cole, Donald C.
1981 An Ethnohistory of the Chiricahua Apache Indian

Reservation 1872-1876. Unpublished Ph.D.
dissertation, Department of Anthropology, University
of New Mexico, Albuquerque.

1988 The Chiricahua Apache: From War to Reservation
1846-1876. University of New Mexico Press,
Albuquerque.

Derry, David E.
1975 Later Athapaskan Prehistory: A Migration

Hypothesis. Western Canadian Journal of
Anthropology 5: 134-1.

Flint, Richard, and Shirley Cushing Flint (editors)
2005 Documents of the Coronado Expedition, 1539-

1541: "They WereNot Familiar with His Majesty nor
Did They Wish to Be His Subjects." Southern
Methodist University Press, Dallas.

Gilmore, Kevin, and Sean Larmore
2012 Looking for Lovitt in All the Wrong Places:

Migration Models and the Athapaskan Diaspora as
Viewed from Eastern Colorado. In From Land of Ever
Winter to the American Southwest: Athapaskan
Migrations and Ethnogenesis, edited by Deni J.
Seymour, pp. 37-77. The University of Utah Press,
Salt Lake City.

158

VOL. 57, NO. 222, 2012

Gordon, Bryan
2012 The Ancestral Chipewyan Became the Navajo and

Apache: New Support for a Northwest Plains-
Mountain Route to the American Southwest. In From
Land of Ever Winter to the American Southwest:
Athapaskan Migrations and Ethnogenesis, edited by
Deni J. Seymour, pp. 303-355. The University of
Utah Press, Salt Lake City.

Grayson, Donald K.
2011 The Great Basin: A Natural Prehistory. University

of California Press, Berkeley and Los Angeles.
Gulley, Cara

2000 A Reanalysis of Dismal River Archaeology and
Ceramic Typology. Unpublished Master's thesis,
Department of Anthropology, University of Colorado,
Boulder.

Gunnerson, Dolores A.
1956 The Southern Athabascans: Their Arrival in the

Southwest. El Palacio 63: 346-365.
2006 Apache History and Jicarilla Origins: 1525-1801.

J&L Lee Co. Lincoln, Nebraska.
Gunnerson, James H.

1960 An Introduction to Plains Apache Archeology-
The Dismal River Aspect. Bulletin No. 173,
Anthropological Papers No. 58, pp. 131-260. Bureau
of American Ethnology, Smithsonian Institution,
Washington, D.C.

Gunnerson, James H., and Dolores A. Gunnerson
1971 Apachean Culture: A Study in Unity and Diversity.

In Apachean Culture History and Ethnology, edited
by Keith H. Basso and Morris E. Opler, pp. 7-28.
Anthropological Papers of the University of Arizona
No. 21. University of Arizona Press, Tucson.

Harrington, John P.
1940 Southern Peripheral Athapaskawan Origins,

Divisions and Migrations. In Essays in Historical
Anthropology of North America, pp. 503-532.
Smithsonian Miscellaneous Collections 100,
Washington, D.C.

Haury, Emil W.
1985 Mogollon Culture in the Forestdale Valley, East-

Central Arizona. University of Arizona Press, Tucson.
Hester, James J.

1962 Early Navajo Migrations and Acculturation in the
Southwest. Papers in Anthropology No.6, Museum
of New Mexico Press, Santa Fe.

Huscher, Harold A.
1939 The Influence of the Drainage Pattern of the

Uncompahgre Plateau on the Movements of
Primitive Peoples. Southwestern Lore 5:22-41.

Huscher, Betty H., and Harold A. Huscher
1942 Athapascan Migration via the Intermountain

Region. American Antiquity 8(1):80-88.
1943 The Hogan Builders of Colorado. Southwestern

Lore 9:21-25.
Ives, John W.

1990 A Theory of Athapascan Prehistory. Westview Press,
Boulder, Colorado.

2013 Resolving the Promontory Enigma. In Archaeology
for All Time: Essays in Honor of Don D. Fowler,

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 [

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 L

ib
ra

ry
 U

tr
ec

ht
] 

at
 0

7:
54

 1
6 

M
ar

ch
 2

01
6 

http://www.secoloradoheritage.com!about-our-


Deni J. Seymour Gateways for Athabascan Migration to the American Southwest

edited by Nancy J. Parezo and Joel C. Janetski. The
University of Utah Press, Salt Lake City, in press.

Keams, Tim
1996 Protohistoric and Early Historic Navajo Lithic

Technology in Northwestern New Mexico. In The
Archaeology of Navajo Origins, edited by Ronald H.
Towner, pp. 109-145. The University of Utah Press,
Salt Lake City.

Keur, Dorothy L.
1941 Big Bead Mesa: An Archaeological Study of

Navaho Acculturation 1745-1812. Memoir 1, Society
for American Archaeology, Menasha.

Lambert, Marjorie F.
1954 Paa-ko, Archaeological Chronicle of an Indian

Village in North Central Mew Mexico: The Physical
Type of the Paa-ko Population. School of American
Research Monograph 19, Santa Fe.

Magne, Martin
2012 Modeling Athapaskan Migrations. In From Land

of Ever Winter to the American Southwest: Athapaskan
Migrations and Ethnogenesis, edited by Deni J.
Seymour, pp. 356-376. The University of Utah Press,
Salt Lake City.

Magne, Martin, and R. 0. Matson
2004 A New Look at the Intermontane Model of

Athapaskan Migration. In Ancient and Historic
Lifeways in North America s Rocky Mountains.
Proceedings of the 2003 Rocky Mountain
Anthropological Conference, Estes Park, Colorado,
edited by Robert H. Brunswig and William B. Butler,
pp. 38-64. Department of Anthropology, University
of Northern Colorado, Greeley.

Malhi, Ripan Singh, Angelica Gonzales-Oliver, Kari Britt
Schroeder, Brian M. Kemp, Jonathan A. Greenberg,
Solomon Z. Dobrowski, David Glenn Smith, Andres
Resendez, Tatiana Karafet, Michael Hammer, Stephen
Zegura, and Tatiana Brovko

2008 Distribution of Y Chromosomes among Native
North Americans: A Study of Athapaskan Population
History. American Journal of Physical Anthropology
137: 412-424.

Matson, R. G., and Martin Magne
2004 Identifying Athapaskans at Eagle Lake, British

Columbia. In Ancient and Historic Lifeways in North
America s Rocky Mountains. Proceedings of the 2003
Rocky Mountain Anthropological Conference, Estes
Park, Colorado, edited by Robert H. Brunswig and
William B. Butler, pp. 23-37. Department of
Anthropology, University of Northern Colorado,
Greeley.

Op1er, Morris E.
1942 Myths and Tales of the Chiricahua Apache Indians.

Memoirs of the American Folk-Lore Society, Vol. 37.
New York.

1983 The Apachean Culture Pattern and Its Origins. In
Southwest, edited by Alfonso Ortiz, pp. 368-392.
Handbook of North American Indians, Vol. 10, William
C. Sturtevant, general editor, Smithsonian Institution,
Washington, D.C.

159

Reed, Alan D.
1988 Ute Cultural Chronology in Archaeology of the

Eastern Ute: A Symposium in Colorado. Colorado
Council of Professional Archaeologists Papers No.1,
Denver.

1997 The Gateway Tradition: A Formative Stage Cultural
Unit for East-Central Utah and West-Central
Colorado. Southwestern Lore 63:19-27.

Reed, Alan D., and Michael D. Metcalf
1999 Colorado Prehistory: A Context for the Northern

Colorado River Basin. Colorado Council of
Professional Archaeologists, Denver.

Riley, Carroll L.
1954 Survey of Navajo Archaeology. Studies in

Anthropology No.4, pp. 45-60. University of
Colorado, Boulder.

1995 Rio del Norte: People of the Upper Rio Grande
from Earliest Times to the Pueblo Revolt. The
University of Utah Press, Salt Lake City.

Schaafsma, Curtis F.
1996 Ethnic Identity and Protohistoric Archaeological

Sites in Northwestern New Mexico: Implications for
Reconstructions of Navajo and Ute History. In The
Archaeology of Navajo Origins, edited by Ronald H.
Towner, pp. 19-46. The University of Utah Press,
Salt Lake City.

2002 Apaches de Navajo: Seventeenth-Century Navajos
in the Chama Valley of New Mexico. The University
of Utah Press, Salt Lake City.

Seymour, Deni J.
2002a The Three Sisters Site: An Early Chokonen

Apache Habitation Site in the Dragoon Mountains,
Southeastern Arizona. Manuscript on file, Jornada
Research Institute, Albuquerque.

2002b Conquest and Concealment: After the EI Paso
Phase on Fort Bliss. Conservation Division,
Directorate of Environment, Fort Bliss, Texas. Lone
Mountain Report 525/528. Report on file at the
Arizona State Museum, Tucson and at Zimmerman
Library at the University of New Mexico, Albuquerque.

2003 Protohistoric and Early Historic Temporal
Resolution. Conservation Division, Directorate of
Environment, Fort Bliss, Texas. Lone Mountain
Report 560-003. Report on file at the Arizona State
Museum, Tucson.

2004a Before the Spanish Chronicles: Early Apache in
the Southern Southwest. In Ancient and Historic
Lifeways in North America s Rocky Mountains.
Proceedings of the 2003 Rocky Mountain
Anthropological Conference, Estes Park, Colorado,
edited by Robert H. Brunswig and William B. Butler,
pp. 120-142. Department of Anthropology,
University of Northern Colorado, Greeley.

2004b A Rancheria in the Gran Apacheria: Evidence of
Intercultural Interaction at the Cerro Rojo Site. Plains
Anthropologist 49: 153-192.

2008a Despoblado or Athapaskan Heartland: A
Methodological Perspective on Ancestral Apache
Landscape Use in the Safford Area. In Crossroads of
the Southwest: Culture, Ethnicity, and Migration in

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 [

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 L

ib
ra

ry
 U

tr
ec

ht
] 

at
 0

7:
54

 1
6 

M
ar

ch
 2

01
6 



PLAINS ANTHROPOLOGIST

Arizona s Safford Basin, edited by David E. Purcell,
pp.121-162. Cambridge Scholars Press, New York.

2008b Apache Plain and Other Plainwares on Apache
Sites in the Southern Southwest. In Serendipity: Papers
in Honor of Frances Joan Mathien, edited by R.N.
Wiseman, T.C O'Laughlin, C.T. Snow, and C. Travis,
pp 163-186. Papers of the Archaeological Society of
New Mexico No. 34, Archaeological Society of New
Mexico, Albuquerque.

2008c Surfing Behind the Wave: A Counterpoint
Discussion Relating to "A Rancheria in the Gran
Apacheria." Plains Anthropologist 53 :241-262.

2009a Comments on Genetic Data Relating to
Athapaskan Migrations: Implications of the Malhi et
al. Study for the Apache and Navajo. American
Journal of Physical Anthropology 139:281-283.

2009b Manso Tipis and Other Non Sequiturs Relating to
the Protohistoric Southwest. Quince: Papers from
the 15th Biennial Jornada Mogollon Conference,
edited by Marc Thompson, pp. 107-119. EI Paso
Museum of Archaeology, EI Paso.

2009c Nineteenth-Century Apache Wickiups:
Historically Documented Models for Archaeological
Signatures of the Dwellings of Mobile People. Antiquity
83(319): 157-164.

2010a Cycles of Renewal, Transportable Assets: Aspects
of Ancestral Apache Housing. Plains Anthropologist
55:133-152.

2010b Contextual Incongruities, Statistical Outliers, and
Anomalies: Targeting Inconspicuous Occupational
Events. American Antiquity 75:158-176.

2012a Isolating a Pre-Differentiation Athapaskan
Assemblage in the Southern Southwest: The Cerro
Rojo Complex. In From Land of Ever Winter to the
American Southwest: Athapaskan Migrations and
Ethnogenesis, edited by Deni J. Seymour, pp. 90-
123. The University of Utah Press, Salt Lake City.

2012b "Big Trips" and Historic Apache Movement and
Interaction: Models for Early Athapaskan Migrations.
In From Land of Ever Winter to the American
Southwest: Athapaskan Migrations and Ethnogenesis,
edited by Deni J. Seymour, pp. 377-409. The
University of Utah Press, Salt Lake City.

2013a Platform-Cache Encampments: Implications for
Mobility Strategies and the Earliest Ancestral Apaches.
Journal of Field Archaeology, in press.

2013b Geronimo's Wickiup: Mobile Group Hut
Signatures. International Journal of Historical
Archaeology, in press.

Seymour, Deni 1., and Tim Church
2007 Apache, Spanish, and Protohistoric Archaeology

on Fort Bliss. Conservation Division, Directorate of
Environment, Fort Bliss, Texas. Lone Mountain
Report 560-005. Report on file at Lone Mountain,
Archaeological Records Management Section, Santa
Fe.

Spencer, Katherine
1947 Reflection of Social Life in the Navajo Origin Myth.

Publications in Anthropology NO.3. University of

160

VOL. 57, NO. 222, 2012

New Mexico Press, Albuquerque.
Sprague, Marshal

1964 The Great Gates: the Story of the Rocky Mountain
Passes. University of Nebraska Press, Lincoln and
London.

Steward, Julian H.
1936 Pueblo Material Culture in Western Utah.

Anthropological Series Vol. 1, No.3, University of
New Mexico Bulletin 287, pp. 1-64. University of
New Mexico, Albuquerque.

1937 Ancient Caves of the Great Salt Lake Region.
Bulletin No. 116, Bureau of American Ethnology,
Smithsonian Institution, Washington, D.C.

1940 Native Cultures of the Intermontane (Great Basin)
Area. In Essays in Historical Anthropology of North
America, pp. 445-502. Smithsonian Miscellaneous
Collections 100, Washington, D.C.

1942 Culture Element Distributions: XVII-Ute-Southern
Paiute. Anthropological Records Vol. 6, NO.4.
University of California, Los Angeles.

1955 Review of Archeological Survey of Western Utah,
by Jack R. Rudy. American Antiquity 21:88-89.

Thomas, Cyrus
1907 Primary Indian Migrations in North America. XVth

Congres International des Americanistes, pp. 189-
204. Dussault & Proulx, Quebec, Canada.

Truesdale, James A., David V. Hill, and Christopher James
Truesdale

2010 Site 42UN5406: A Numic and Ancestral Pueblo
Ceramic Assemblage in the Uintah Basin, Uintah
County, Utah. Paper presented at the 2010 NMAC
Protohistoric Conference, Albuquerque.

Tweedie, M. Jean
1968 Notes on the History and Adaptation of the Apache

Tribes. American Anthropologist 70: 1132-1142.
Underhill, Ruth M.

1956 The Navajos. University of Oklahoma Press,
Norman.

Van Valkenburgh, Richard F.
1938 A Short History of the Navajo People. U.S.

Department of Interior. Navajo Service, Window
Rock, Arizona.

Wedel, Waldo R.
1940 Culture Sequences in the Central Great Plains. In

Essays in Historical Anthropology of North America,
pp. 291-352. Smithsonian Miscellaneous Collections
100, Washington, D.C.

Wilcox, David R.
1981 The Entry of the Athabaskans into the American

Southwest: The Problem Today. In The Protohistoric
Period in the American Southwest, A.D. 1450-1700,
edited by David R. Wilcox and W. Bruce Masse, pp.
213-256. Anthropological Research Papers No. 24,
Arizona State University, Tempe.

Wilmeth, Roscoe
1977 Chilcotin Archaeology: The Direct Historical

Approach. In Problems in the Prehistory of the North
American Subarctic: The Athapaskan Question, edited
by J.W. Helmes, S. Van Dyke, and F.J. Kense, pp. 97-
101. University of Calgary Archaeological Association,

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 [

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 L

ib
ra

ry
 U

tr
ec

ht
] 

at
 0

7:
54

 1
6 

M
ar

ch
 2

01
6 



Deni J. Seymour Gateways for Athabascan Migration to the American Southwest

Calgary, Canada.
Workman, William

1979 The Significance of Volcanism in the Prehistory
of Subarctic Northwest North America. In Volcanic
Activity and Human Ecology, edited by Payson D.
Sheets and Donald K.Grayson, pp. 339-371. Academic
Press, New York.

NOTES
1. Many more chronometric dates are available from

the mountainous Southwest owing to focused research by
this author and others. Further research on the Plains may
expose a sampling bias, with relatively early dates occurring
there as well. Even so, an arrival by a western corridor is
indicated by this early presence in the mountainous
Southwest, the clustering of early sites south of these access
points, and the differences in material culture and adaptation
between these mountain-oriented groups and those on the
Plains.

2. Some archaeologists are still under the misimpression
that the few sites that can reliably be attributed to the
Athabascans date to the seventeenth and eighteenth
centuries, and are located only in the San Luis Valley and
the northern Rio Grande and its tributary, the Rio Chama,
and that no identifiable Athabascan materials have been
found in the Rio Grande valley south of this area. Yet, this
is no longer true. Numerous chronometric dates are available
from further south from a series of Cerro Rojo complex
sites from features directly affiliated with the ancestral
Apache and found in direct association with Apachean
material culture. Many of these dates were originally
presented in contract reports but are gradually being
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published in journal articles and books (Seymour 2002a,
2002b, 2003, 2004b, 2008a, 2008c, 201 Ob, 2013a;
Seymour and Church 2007). The Apachean identification
of the Cerro Rojo complex has been critically assessed by
the author and other Athabascan experts, and the hypothesis
that these are Athabascan sites has been tested repeatedly
(Seymour 2012a). Moreover, numerous New Mexico and
Arizona archaeologists are now locating Cerro Rojo complex
sites and contemporaneous Canutillo complex sites,
demonstrating that the signature is identifiable, results are
replicable, and the attributes defining these complexes are
consistent. Many new scholars are building on these initial
findings.

3. Questions remain as to whether the absence of early
sites in areas to the west relates to an archaeological sampling
effect or real distributions. I have spent less time in those
areas and so have not invested the effort looking for the
early sites in suitable landscape sectors so even in this
western area the hiatus may be more apparent than real.

4. Some attributes, such as housing types, are attributable
to mobile group behavior in general rather than to any
specific culture group, so it is often necessary to distinguish
between specific mobile groups on the basis of stylistic
evidence, associated artifacts, or distinctive spatial or
landscape information (Seymour 2009b, 2009c, 201 Oa,
2010b, 2013b).

5. As Seymour (2002b, 2004a:135) and Matson and
Magne (2004) have previously argued, it is necessary to
look at the suite of assemblage data to distinguish these
groups. Individual artifacts, such as Desert side-notched
points, are widespread throughout the region and so are not
in themselves culturally diagnostic.
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