
UC Merced
Journal of California and Great Basin Anthropology

Title
Jennings: Glen Canyon: An Archaeological Summary

Permalink
https://escholarship.org/uc/item/1q35x2qh

Journal
Journal of California and Great Basin Anthropology, 22(1)

ISSN
0191-3557

Author
Gilreath, Amy J

Publication Date
2000-07-01
 
Peer reviewed

eScholarship.org Powered by the California Digital Library
University of California

https://escholarship.org/uc/item/1q35x2qh
https://escholarship.org
http://www.cdlib.org/


REVIEW 

Glen Canyon: An Archaeological Sununary. 
Jesse D. Jermkigs. Foreword by Don D. Fow
ler. Sak Lake City: University of Utah Press, 
1998 (reissue), foreword (ix-xix), preface (xxi-
xxiv), +131 pp., 1 fig., 10 maps, 40 photo
graphs, bibliography, $14.95 (paper). 

Reviewed by: 
AMY J. GILREATH 

Far Westem Anthropological Research Group, P.O. Box 
413, Davis, CA 95617. 

In the course of his career as a prominent Amer
ican archaeologist, Jesse D. Jennkigs had many 
consequential achievements. Dkectkig the Glen 
Canyon Archaeological Project ranks high among 
them. His summary of that project was origkially 
published ki 1966 (Jennkigs 1966), with a subse
quent review provided by Meighan (1968). Worth-
whUe reasons for re-reviewing this unrevised reis
sue of a 33-year-old book are twofold: first, to ac
quaint or refamiliarize Journal readers with the 
content of the book; and second, to consider if the 
content merits republication today. 

This sUm book contakis four chapters. The first 
places the eight-season-long Glen Canyon Archae
ological Project in historical context, emphasizing 
the regulatory framework that compelled this emer
gency program, and endkig with a discourse on the 
superiority of emergency programs over "problem 
research." Jennings's proclamations are not subtle: 
"I suggest that in virtually any detail, and certainly 
ki overall results, emergency salvage archaeology 
is superior to most other work done in America" (p. 
11). 

The second chapter describes "the Glen's" natu
ral context: geology, topography, climate, and ecol
ogy. Jennings is clear that the project was uncon-
sfrakied by fixed research objectives or a developed 
research design: "The design.. . left . . . annual 
identification of pressing scientific problems (ki 
fact, all plannkig) very flexible" (p. 7). Nonethe

less, in this chapter, culture ecology emerges as the 
maki kitCTpretive theme. The purpose of this chap
ter is stated near ks end: "to suggest that the can
yons and the uplands were aborigkially a single 
ecosystem and that the aborigkial occupants of the 
area exploited the resources on this basis" (p. 48). 
Perhaps this was heady stuff in the 1960s, but k is 
de rigueur now. 

In the tbkd chapter, Jennings provides chrono
logical context, with an orderly review of Willey 
and Phillips's (1958) three-stage scheme, then the 
ei^t-stage Pecos classification (as amended), and 
endkig with Daifiiku's (1952) four-stage Elemen
tary through Fusion scheme. Practickig South-
westem archaeologists have little need for this re
view, and I suspect that aspkkig ones are requked 
to read the primary citations. We do leam in this 
section, though, that the archaeology ki Glen Can
yon, typical for much of the Anasazi area, is most
ly Pueblo II ki age and form, mostly Kayenta 
branch in style and content (with brief pulses of 
Mesa Verde and Fremont kifluences), and most 
concentrated along three of the many Colorado 
River fributaries drainkig the project area. Thus, 
in character the archaeology of "the Glen" emerges 
as bekig not particularly complex and somewhat 
mundane for the Southwest, lacking great kivas, 
Pueblo Bonito/Cliff House-equivalents, and such. 

In the final chapter. Contributions of the Glen 
Canyon Research, the focus clears and the writing 
style Ugjitens, makkig this easily the most engaging 
chapter. Jennings synopsizes the major conclu
sions of the "161 published monographs and tech
nical papers" (Fowler in preface, p. xvi) generated 
ki connection with the Glen Canyon project, seems 
to give fak credk to the various researchers' ef
forts, and presents competkig perspectives where 
meaningfiil debate then remakied. The following 
provides a simple example: 

Most architectural forms in Glen Canyon and the 
tributaries are for food storage; few dwellings were 
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found. For this lack of human bousing there are 
two clear reasons. Fkst ki tune there is the fact... 
that many-— p̂erhaps most—of the dwellings are 
deq)ly buried and were not even visible to our sur
veyors . . . The little villages must have occurred 
wherever there was enough fertile fill to permk 
crqjs. A contrary esqilanation has been offered that 
the canyon dwellers were a succession of farmers 
who did not dwell in permanent houses or who 
were even merely summer visitors. The point is not 
likely to be clarified now because of the second fac
tor which is simply that most of the tributary can
yons have been flushed out.. . [pp. 98-99]. 

The final words on projects of this scale are fre
quently written with a "view from" stance, with the 
project set firmly ki the center of a picture ki which 
the surrounding world is merely backdrop. Jen
nings extraordinary career experiences serve us 
well here, for he uses an alternative strategy. He 
casts his net over an area that approximates the 
Colorado Plateau, drawkig from the then available 
studies of Virgin, Mesa Verde, and Kayenta Ana
sazi branches; some of the earliest musings on Fre
mont; and the evidence suggesting MogoUan under-
pkmings for the ensuing Puebloan developments; to 
present a summary that is inclusive and rewarding, 
and that keeps Glen Canyon archaeology in proper 
perspective. 

Jennkigs's own assessment of this project's 
most significant confribution remains true: 

Most valuable is a changed perspective on the ge
nius of Pueblo culture. The intricate trail system, 
the exploitation of scores of plants, anunals and 
minerals, the skill with which scarce water was uti
lized and the sevo-al centuries of use the data show 
all serve to remind that, in a sense, all Pueblo are 
exploiters of marginal land, marginal, that is, so 
far as agriculture is concerned [p. 49, emphasis in 
original]. 

Jennings irrefutably casts a big shadow on 
Southwestem and Great Baski archaeology, and 
Fowler's foreword estabUshes that many career ar
chaeologists have been kifluenced by Jennings him
self, to say nothing of his works. But does that 
fact alone merit a reprint? Southwestem archaeol
ogy has marched forward at an knpressive rate 
since the mid-1960s, to the effect that some of Jen

nings's perspectives can no longer be sustained, 
others are reduced to margkial kiterest, while still 
others have become conventions. 

I assume that this book is being reprinted be
cause there is a perceived demand or market, but 
doubt die future will bear this out. Professional or 
aspiring archaeologists kiterested ki Jennings's per
spectives would be better served readkig less ab
breviated versions than this one; those kiterested in 
the body of data generated by the Glen Canyon Ar
chaeological Project are advised to tum to the tech
nical reports themselves. 

The book's attractive price of just under $15 
may help broaden its appeal to the general public, 
but for the Jane Does holdkig a general kiterest ki 
Southwestem archaeology, several akernative over
views provide very stiff competition (e.g., Martin 
and Plog 1973; Cordell 1984, 1997; Plog 1998), 
skicethey too are affordable, and also have the ad
vantages of bekig more current, encompassing, and 
reader-fiiendly. And those kiterested in nonarchae-
ological dknensions to Glen Canyon, such as its 
famous beauty, natural envkonment, or emergence 
as a symbol of modem man's kidecent liberties with 
nature or some statement of its polkical knportance, 
will fkid this an exfraordinarily thki read. 
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