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FOREWORD

William H. Doelle, President and CEQ
Archaeology Southwest

The San Pedro Valley is a little off the beaten
path, which is one reason why archaeology is gen-
erally well preserved there. From Benson north to
Winkelman, the valley is served by two-lane roads,
and for nearly half of that distance, the roads are
unpaved. High mountains to the east and west
clearly define the valley, and cottonwoods or dense
stands of mesquite reveal places where the river's
waters flow above and below ground. This valley
truly is a special place — for visitors and archaeolo-
gists alike.

When [ arrived in Tucson in 1972, to attend
graduate school at the University of Arizona, I met
fellow students who were studying artifacts from
San Pedro Valley excavations. However, my first
field trip to the San Pedro only occurred a dozen
years later, and my field notebook indicates it was
another five years before I fully engaged with the
valley. I made three visits in the final two months of
1989, and I will never forget New Year’s Day, 1990,
when Henry Wallace and I departed for the valley
at sunrise.

Since then, I have visited the San Pedro Valley
more than 100 times—sometimes alone, but more
often, with others. On the first Saturday in Febru-
ary of 1990, 10 volunteers initiated the Center for
Desert Archaeology’s Lower San Pedro Survey,
which covered 75 miles along the river over the en-
suing four-and-a-half years. Volunteer crews did all
of that work. Diverse goals—surveying, mapping,
training site stewards, visiting landowners, leading
tours —motivated my subsequent visits. With each
visit, I learn more, my sense of connection to the San
Pedro deepens, and, over the course of day-long
tours, I see the compelling effect this special place
has on visitors. I am not surprised it played a for-
mative role in the development of two archaeologi-
cal institutions, the Amerind Foundation and Ar-
chaeology Southwest (formerly the Center for Desert
Archaeology).

The Amerind Foundation is located along the
eastern boundary of the San Pedro watershed. Wil-
liam Shirley Fulton, Amerind’s founder, conducted
the institution’s very first excavations in the 1930s,
on its own property. These excavations drew the new
institution into a debate over the nature and extent
of the newly defined Mogollon culture, and led to
work at the sites of Tres Alamos, north of Benson,
and Babocomari Village, west of Fairbank. Building
on that work, Charles Di Peso formulated a larger

research agenda that used what he called “archaeo-
history” to pursue the linkage between early con-
tact populations and the archaeological manifesta-
tions of the 1400s. Work at multiple sites around
Fairbank in the early 1950s was followed by work
at Reeve Ruin and Davis Ranch in the mid-1950s.

Findings at these two sites raised the issue of
migration into the valley, though Amerind did not
pursue the topic through further research. The in-
stitution thrived as it built on this San Pedro Valley
base of experiénce, ultimately pursuing larger-scale
excavations at Paquimé, a unique regional center in
Chihuahua, Mexico. Today, Amerind is a museum
open to researchers and the public, and it hosts a
variety of advanced seminars to synthesize and pub-
lish archaeological and anthropological scholarship.
An important partner in the present research, the
Amerind Foundation retains its institutional connec-
tion with the San Pedro Valley.

In many ways, the Center for Desert Arch-
aeology’s survey followed the overall goals of
Amerind’s original archaeohistory program. In 1990,
migration was not our primary research focus, but
as the survey progressed and we assessed the re-
sults, migration drew more of our attention. Changes
in population size and distribution and the role of
migrants in local history were principal questions
for the mapping and limited excavation program we
initiated in 1999. The results reported in this vol-
ume led us to the Safford, Tonto Basin, Phoenix, and
Perry Mesa areas, and then on to the upper Gila.
Partnerships involving graduate students funded by
the Center’s Preservation Fellowship program con-
tributed to this research trajectory as our institution
matured. Now in our 31st year, our roots in the San
Pedro Valley still inspire the research we pursue as
Archaeology Southwest, our new institutional name.

Our work on the San Pedro brought Preserva-
tion Archaeology into focus. It is now central to Ar-
chaeology Southwest. The San Pedro Valley is where
we first engaged our big-picture research questions
about precontact regional migration and population
collapse in the southern Southwest. Working with
dispersed valley communities prompted us to ex-
pand our public programs. Looming threats accen-
tuated the need for active site protection in the val-
ley. Our first conservation easement developed
there. Today, our site protection program has full-
time staff, and the number of sites under our pro-
tection is growing. Six of these are in the San Pedro.
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I have witnessed how the stories of this special
place significantly affect those who experience it
directly. The final stop on the day-long tour I have
given to many people is the Davis Ranch ruin. Over
the course of the day, we visit several platform
mounds, walk through extensive nonriverine fields
of rock terraces and rock piles, see 1,000-year-old
pithouses, and ponder the subtle ovals of embed-
ded stones that mark Sobaipuri dwellings Father
Kino might have passed by in 1697. Although we
experience some places lost to the destructive forces
of vandalism, erosion, or development, our experi-
ence of the many places still preserved is a much
stronger one. By the time we reach Davis Ranch,
even first-time visitors have gained a sense of this
dynamic landscape and the complex history etched
into it.

At Davis Ranch, we observe a surprisingly deep
hole that is actually a kiva constructed by Kayenta
migrants around A.D. 1300. Subtle remnants of the
first 10 rooms these migrants built after their arrival
are also visible. As we gaze across the river, we see
the steep cliffs that helped to protect another migrant
settlement, today called Reeve Ruin, only 400 yards
away. It is easy to imagine a village dog barking on
a quiet morning, awakening the residents of both
settlements. Although today’s river is usually dry,
visitors can distinguish a rock outcrop that would

have pushed groundwater to the surface just a scant
half-mile to the south. We easily picture canals tap-
ping that water and nurturing lush fields where,
today, we see green pastures and grazing cattle. As
we look westward, toward the Reeve Ruin, we make
out the low pass between the Rincon and Catalina
mountain ranges. Redington Pass reminds us that a
very different landscape inhabited by nearly a mil-
lion people lies just 20 miles away, in the Tucson
Basin.

The San Pedro Valley has significantly affected
all of us who have worked there. We have come to
know many landowners, some of whom have given
us permission to survey or excavate on private land.
Many of these ranching families have been on the
front line of preservation, protecting these impor-
tant places for generations. How fortunate we have
been to research ancient communities, work with
modern residents, and explore the complex ways in
which nature and culture interacted to create this
remarkable landscape.

Publishing the results of our San Pedro Valley
research is a source of great satisfaction. Our work
continues, but now, the details of these efforts are
available for others to review and assess. Just as we
built on important work by the Amerind Founda-
tion and others, we hope that new researchers with
new questions find answers in this special place.
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