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Theresearch at Homol’ ovi IV wasguided by the
typical concernsof spaceand time, but also ori-
ginsand migration, villageorganizationand growth,
andreaionshiptoother Homal’ ovi villages. These
concernswill be addressed separately bel ow.

Seace AND TIME

Sincethetime of Colton (Colton 1956; Colton
and Hargrave 1937), archaeol ogists believed that
Homoal’ ovi IV wasoccupied only during theearly,
or TuwiucaPhase, occupation of thearea, or about
1250-1300. Surface evidenceof pottery collected
by HRPfrom thevillage prior to itsexcavation
revealed no Jeddito Y low Warewith yellow hues,
confirming Colton and subsequent (Hantman
1982) evaluations of these general dates. HRP
work at Homol’ ovi 11l (Adams 2001) had sug-
gested that the pottery at Homol’ ovi 1V |ooked
even dlightly earlier with few polychromesand
dominated by black-on-orangetypes. Thisraised
the possibility that Homol’ ovi 1V wasearlier than
Homol’ ovi Il and possibly the earliest of the
Homoal’ ovi villages. Determining therel ative date
of itsfounding becameapriority. If Homol’ ovi IV
wastheearliest village, HRP was curious asto
whether or not it predated other villagesor itsoc-
cupation overlapped with Homol’ ovi I11 and oth-
ers.

Related to its occupation was determining
thespatial extent of thevillageand itsrelated fea-
tures, including pit structures, or kivas, and pla-

zas. Just how largewasHomol’ ovi IV ? Estimates
had ranged from lessthan 100 roomsto 250 rooms
by HRPaone. Therefore, in addition to system-
atic excavations, acompletewall-tracing project
was planned for Homol’ ovi V. Not only wasthe
wall tracing beneficia to estimating villagesize, it
was al so expected to inform on village growth
through tracing abutment and bonding rel ation-

ships.

VILLAGE ORGANIZATION AND GROWTH

A natural product of theinvestigation of timeand
spaceat Homol’ ovi 1V isvillage growth and or-
ganization. Just how largewasHomol’ ovi IV at
thebeginning, how didit grow during itsoccupa-
tion, and how largewasit at abandonment?Also,
what canwelearn about social, political, and reli-
giousorganizationa Homol’ ovi V. Investigations
at other Homol’ ovi villageshavereved ed theex-
istence of spinal room blocks, which are sets of
rooms constructed at the sametimeand presum-
ably by awork group composed of related indi-
viduals (Adams 2001, 2002; LaM otta 2003). If
spinal room blocksrepresent socia unitsat other
Homol’ ovi villages, how are they manifest at
Homoal’ ovi IV ?1svillagegrowth at Homol’ ovi IV
punctuated or continuous? Doesit represent small
socid groupsthesizeof thefamily or larger socia
groupsthesize of multiplefamiliesor lineages?
How wasvillage growth “ managed” by village
leaders? How werethevarioussocia groupsin-
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tegrated to allow village cohesion and coopera-
tionintaskssuch ascongructing irrigation ditches?

Asnoted above, animportant component of
thefidldwork at Homoal’ ovi IV wastracing asmany
wallsaspossible and noting abutment and bond-
ing relationships. Thisprocess enabled HRPto
determinethe nature and pace of village growth
during the occupation of Homol’ ovi V. Addition-
ally, themapping project allowed HRPto deter-
mine room size, the location of open or public
gpaces, and thelocation and number of kivasand
other possibleritual structures. Theseareimpor-
tant architectura componentsof villageorganiza-
tion.

ORIGINSAND M IGRATION

BecauseHomol’ ovi IV wasconsdered oneof the
first, if not the first, village occupied in the
Homol’ ovi settlement cluster, HRPviewed re-
search there asan opportunity to understand the
source of thevillage population. Survey and ex-
cavation of pre-Homol’ ovi villages (Adams 1996;
Lange 1998; Young 1996) had determined that
for dl intentsand purposes, thelandscapewhere
theHomol’ ovi villageswereestablishedinthelater
haf of the 1200swasdevoid of human settlements.
Thisensured that Homol’ ovi 1V was settled by
immigrants. What was the source or sources of
theseimmigrants?

To addressthe possible sourcesof Homol’ -
ovi IV population, the expectation wasthat ar-
chitecture and pottery would be the best
indicators. The organization of spaceisastrong
culturd expressonand differsinregionsbeieved
to bemost likely sourcesof immigrantswho es-
tablished Homol’ ovi IV (Hillier and Hanson
1984). Numerous ceramic anal yses can be used
to assessthelocation of manufacture of pottery
found at Homol’ ovi IV, including pasteand tem-
per andysisand neutron activation andyss(Colton
and Hargrave 1937; Lyons 2003). Complemen-
tary to chemica and pasteanalysesare studiesof

vessel form and design (Lyons 2003, Rice 1987,
Shepard 1955). These analyses are complemen-
tary and if all point to asingle source areaare
powerful indicators of the source of immigrant
populations.

Related to origins is abandonment of
Homol’ ovi IV. What were the causesand where
did the population move?Didit leavethevicinity,
moveinto another existing Homol’ ovi village, or
did the occupants establish another later Homol’ -
ovi village? Numerouslines of evidence can be
brought to bear on studying abandonment and
emigration. At Homol’ ovi 1V welooked at how
rooms were abandoned. The presence and na-
tureof floor assembl agesindicate whether or not
abandonment was systematic and organized or
hasty (Schiffer 1976). The nature of the assem-
blage a so indicateswhether the moveisshort or
long distance. If Homol’ ovi 1V occupantsmoved
ashort distanceto another village or another lo-
cation that evolved into another village, the ex-
pectation is that most material culture will be
removed and tekentothenew location. If themove
islong distance or rapid, the expectation isthat
moremeaterid will beleft behind duetothelimited
ability totransport large or heavy objects. Items,
such as pottery, flaked and ground stone could
generally be easily replicated at new homesand
would beleft behind.

ReLATIONSHIP TO OTHER HOMOL 0VI
VILLAGES

Relationshipto other Homol’ ovi villagesispoten-
tidly complex. Theforemost criticd variableisto
determinewhether or not Homol’ ovi 1V wascon-
temporary with any other of the Homol’ ovi vil-
lages. If not, the next important questionisdid the
Homol’ ovi IV occupants migrateto another vil-
lageand, if so, what istheevidence?If Homol’ ovi
IV’ soccupation overlapswith other villages, then
the nature of those rel ationships can be eval uated
intermsof exchange of materia goods.



Theoriginal expectationswerethat Homo-
I’ovi IV predatesthe other Homol’ ovi villagesand,
therefore, did not have any socia or economic
relationshipswith them. The second expectation
wasthat the occupants of Homol’ ovi IV did not
leavetheHomol’ ovi area, but instead wereincor-
porated into one of thelater large villages, most
likely Homol’ ovi | or I1. Homol’ ovi | and I were
suspected because they are closest and clearly
later than Homol’ ovi IV. Homoal’ ovi I11, dthough
closer, was, at 50 rooms, too small to absorb
Homol’ovi 1V occupants. The only other
Homol’ ovi cluster villagelarge enough to absorb
theHomol’ ovi 1V populationisChevelonanditis
16 km (10 miles) southeast of Homol’ ovi I.

When excavationswere conducted in 1989,
HRP believed themost likely candidate for ab-
sorbing the Homol’ ovi IV population was
Homoal’ ovi Il. It wasknown that Homol’ ovi || had
over 1000 rooms and had been built in a brief
period of time, probably lessthan 10 years. The
Sizeand rapid growth of Homol’ ovi |1 supported
thispossibility. Subsequent research by HRPhas
proventhat Homol’ ovi 11 wasfounded much later
than when Homol’ ovi IV wasabandoned. This
leavesHomol’ ovi | asthebest local candidatefor
absorbingtheHomol’ ovi 1V population. Evidence
for migrationtoHomol’ ovi | isbased primary on
ceramics because Homol’ ovi | wasoccupied for
at least 100 yearsafter Homol' ovi 1V wasaban-
doned and much of theorigina villageconfigura-
tion was obscured by subsequent constructionto
itsfina sizeof about 1100 rooms (Adams 2002).
Detailed argumentsfor and against Homol’ ovi |
asthemigration homefor Homol’ ovi 1V will be
explored | ater.

METHODOLOGY

Homol’ ovi IV isadifficult villageto excavate be-
causeof theextremerelief of the settlement. Most
of thevillageliesalong the south and east Sopes
of a15m high buttethat average 50% grade. Such
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asteep slope hasfostered erosion that hasbeen
accd erated by persstent vandaism of thesitesince
the late 1880s symbolized by itslocal name of
“Pottery Hill.” With the expectation of only one
season of fieldwork, it was decided to focus ex-
cavationsonthelower dopesof thevillage, but to
attempt to map theentirevillageusing atheodolite
and EDM. These two approaches promised to
give usthevariety of dataneeded to answer the
research questions posed above.

EXCAVATION STRATEGY

Theextensvevanddismof Homal’ ovi IV enabled
HRPto determinethegenera layout of thevillage
prior toexcavations. Thevillageseemedtobelad
out in seven arcsof roomsaong thedopesof the
butte with roomson top of the butte and scatters
of rooms at the base of the butte below the arcs
(Figure4.1). Thelower roomswerediscontinu-
ous around what seemed to bealarge open space,
or plaza, that apparently wasbounded by roomson
thenorth, east, and west sdes, but was unbounded
tothesouth. Additiondly, anisolated Sructureonthe
southwest edge of the village appeared to be a
kiva, suggesting thelimitsof plazaspace.
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Figure 4.1 Homol’ ovi 1V
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Sampling of thisarray of architecture and
open spacewasdesigned to maximize HRP sun-
derstanding of spatial and temporal variability of
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Homol’ ovi IV. To accomplish these goalsit was
decided that it was not possible to excavate in
every part of thevillageand makemeaning of such
disparateinformation. Given thedifficulty inac-
ng thehigher partsof thevillageand thedam-
agethat would be donein hauling wheelbarrows
and other excavation tools up the slope, it was
decided to focuson thelower arcsof roomswhile
doing detailed mapping of the upper arcs and
roomson top of the butte. The added advantage
toworkinginthelower roomsistheir proximity to
the plazaand potential ritual structures, perhaps
gaining perspectives on spatial organization and
villagegrowth.

Asaresult, excavationsbeganintheisolated
kiva, designated structure 1, onthe southwest edge
of thevillage, in thelowest three arcs of rooms
abovetheplaza, andintheplazaitself. Excava-
tionsinthreedifferent arcswould provideasense
of whether they werebuilt at thesameor different
times. The expectation wasthat thetop or highest
arcsof roomswerebuilt first. Secondly, what were
socid relationshipsbetween arcsof rooms? These
could beinvestigated by whether doorsor other
indicationsof connectionsoccurredjust withinarcs

or between arcsaswell. Similarly, room usedif-
ferencesbetween arcs of roomscould beinvesti-
gated and evaluated as to whether or not there
were patterns, such as had been found at
Homol’ ovi 1l (Adams2001).

Initia excavationswithinthe plazaadjacent
tothelowest arc of roomsindicated that thelower
dopesof thebuttehad origindly been themidden
for the upper arcsof rooms. Asaresult, thelower
arcsof roomswerebuilt over consderabledepths
of trash andin effect seded theselayersfrom ad-
ditional disturbance. Thisdiscovery lead totwo
additional sampling strategies. First, excavations
progressed below floor level s of roomsto bed-
rock or noncultural soils. Second, excavations
in the plaza became much more complex be-
cause numerous plazasurfaceswere built asthe
midden raised thelevel of the surface during the
village soccupation. Thislead to expanded exca-
vationsinthe plazaand to testing of isolated | ate
structures, such asstructures4 and 5, that were
built over plazasurfaces. So, therel ationships of
roomsto specific plazasurfacesbecameanim-
portant tool toinvestigatethelength and nature of
villageoccupetion.



