ARCHEOLOGICAL SURVEY OF BlG CYPRESE BATIONAL FRESERVE

Robert Taylor

The mandate to preserve cultural rescurces for the benefit, enjoyment, and understanding of this and
gucceeding genarations is contained not only in the National Park Service Organic Ast of 1916, bhut alsc in
five other significant legislative enactments. These laws have significant impact on the policies, pro-
gramg, activities, and procedursas of the service, and taken in total impose a special obligation on the
gervice to locate, identify, evaluats, preserve, madage, and interpret cultural resourcss in svery federal
park in such a way that they may be handed on to future generations uniwpaired,

Therefors, as by law, the establishment of the Big Cypress National Preserve in South Florida required
that the areas ¢ultural resocurces be located, inventoriegd, and evaluated. Initial reconnaisszance of the
preserve began in the spring, 1977, This was the beginning of a 5 year program which is entering its fourth
year. The resulting evaluative inventory is providing the substantive data needed to formulate historie
preservation and yesource management proposals: te guide planning, development, interpretation, mainkten—
ance activities, and comply with legal requirements. The cultural rescurces inventory is an essential part
of the Preserve's information base.

The Bational Preserve is lotated
within the Big Cypress watershed angd en-
compadses approximately 2348 km? of
sloughs, marsheg, pine fiatwoods, trop-
ical hardwood tree islands, and prairvies
{Figure 1}. ‘“The region is generally less
than 4 m above sea level with larye areas
covared by cypress and secondsry pine
forests, Most of the soils in the swamp
have developed on shallow deposits of
recent and Pamiico sands overlying marl
or limestona, HNatural drainage in the
swamp is by slow, overland flow to the
south, with well defined streams occur-
ing only along the cosst where the swamp
merges with the mangrove forest of the
Ten Thousand Islands. The natural vegs-~
tation is that characteristic of exten-
give areas in southern Florida. It con-
sists of a great variety of plants that
vary locally with differences in the
soils and water level. WwWildlife in the
swamg is aguatio or water tolerant and
is adapted to seascenal inumndation.

™

]
j&QCﬂmes
PHESERVE

Thaere is congiderable literature
concerning the archeslogical sequence
of gouth Florida around the Big Cypress FIG.|
But the current deficiencies in our
ungerstanding of prehistoric cultural SO0UTH FLORIDA ﬂpggx% . éy
sequences within the swamp are primarily 16 CYPRESS NaTIOWAL. e
a function of the limited professiocnal . ‘¢¢
interest and research conducted thege Q\akg- ?
to date. Tha National Preserve is lo- - 49‘»
cated wall within the boundaries of the H hunnd
Glades archeological area. In this area
two traditions are recognized: the Ar- i
chaic and the Glades, The Archaic tra-
dition is repregented only sporadically
in the Glades ares, and as yet no sites
attributable to thie tradition have bsen
loceted within the National Preserve tract. Excavations conducted by Cockrail and Morrell on the southwest
Florida coast at Marco Island demonstrated the cxistence of stratified Arzchaie zites with fiber tempered
caramizs in the Glades area {Ceockrell 1%70a, Morrell 136%). ‘this tradition may have existed from betwsen
3200 2,0, to 1000 B.C. The subsequent Glades period, subdivided into eight subpericds, was oonstructed by
Goggin {(1947:114-27). This time span was characterized by the Glades Tradition subsistence, typified by
"the explodtation of the food resources of the tropical coastal waters with secondary dependance on game
and some use of wild plant food" (Goggin 154%:28), tndoabtably, this rescurce exploitation strategy grew
from similar patteyrms during the Archzic., The only amendment to Soggin's definition is that the resourgs
exploitation featured adaptive stratesgies that reflected the site's locel environment. Faunal materxial
from prehistoric Glades period middens located in the interior portions of the preserve reflect this, but
tocls and items of marine origin are common throughout the tract. Griffin has modified much of Goygin's
chronology after doing work in the Everglades dational Park and presents the following dates for subseguent
subperiods (Griffin 1976:13~14).

Glades I {Late) ca. A.D, 5D0-708
Glades Ila A.D. 780-990
lades IIb A, 500-1080
Glades IIc A.D, 1000-1200
Glades IIIa A.D. 1260~1404
Glades IIib A.D. 1400-15313
Glades IIfe A.D, 1513~ca,. 1750

Gf 146 Glades tradition sites recorded to date 114 or 8% lack sufficient material to acgurately place them
in the {lades chronology. Known Glades 1 - II Period siteg make up 11% of the total Glades tradition sites,
with the remaining 11% exhibiting traits asscciated with the Gilades IT - I1I Pearjod.

#ith the demise of native American populations within the Glades area after European contact, the com-
plete extinction of the south Plorida tribes ccourred by the end of the eighteanth fentury {(Bomans:1%62) .,
This left a cultural vacwum in the Glades area that may have lasted from between 50 to 75 years. Signifi-
cant aigrations of Creeks into South Florida 4id not ooour wntil after the Pirst Seminole Indian War., A
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