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Four thousand years ago hunters left split twig figurines in
small limestone caves and crevices deep inside the canyon. It
is tempting to call these sites remote, but to those who left
the effigies, it was not remote; it was home. It is truly
remarkable that such delicate and fragile objects could be
carefully placed on small rock ledges and not be disturbed
for 4,000 years.

How long the makers of the split twig figurines lived in the
canyon is uncertain. The next evidence of human occupa-
tion is during the early phase of the Puebloan cultures,
approximately 1,300 years ago, when the Canyon was occu-
pied only on a seasonal basis. Then, about 1,000 years ago
people began moving into the canyon in large numbsers, cul-
minating, after a century, in the occupation of hundreds of
sites in the canyon and on both rims. The majority of the
structures built during the influx are small, surface masonry
pueblos with associated storage rooms, mescal pits, and,
occasionally, kivas. Grand Canyon was completely aban-
doned by the Puebloan people 800 years ago.

The Pai culture spread over the southern plateau and pene-

. trated much of the western and central part of the Canyon.
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The Hualapai and Havasupai continue to live in part of the
Canyon to this day.

Except for natural weathering processes, the structures and
artifacts left by the prehistoric inhabitants lay largely undis-
turbed for hundreds of years. Until the arrival of Anglos.
Early explorers and miners collected artifacts from the sites.
Archaeologists undertook excavations and removed artifacts
for safekeeping (split twig figurines were moved for the first
time in 4,000 years). Glen Canyon dam was built and the
fluctuating flows caused by “peaking power” eroded river
banks and the archaeological sites located near them. And
today, the increasing popularity of the canyon has brought
more hikers and river runners, many of whom visit archaeo-
logical sites.

Increasingly, archaeologists are concerned about unintention-
al damage caused by well-meaning visitors. Much of the
problem is cumulative, due to the pressure of number of visi-
tors. The concern with unintentional damage reaches far
beyond the confines of the canyon (it is shared by archaeolo-
gists across the Colorado Plateau). The damage is caused by
such things as:
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* Erosion from trails; Multiple trails, or “social trails” lead- ~ Education is the best hope for minimizing unintentional

ing to sites, often cross the midden (waste piles), which damage. Each person who visits a site needs to remember 5
contains a great deal of archaeological information, and that no matter how lightly he or she walks, there is some

along the base of walls. These trails lead to increased ero-  impact, and that impact needs to be kept at an absolute min.
sion and often accelerate wall collapse. imum.

* Diling artifacts on “museum rocks”: Visitors to sites often
pick up potsherds, ancient corncobs, and rock flakes and
pile them on a rock. The position of surface artifacts can
provide important clues for archaeologists, clues which
are lost when artifacts are rearranged.

* Building campfires in sites: Through the use of Carbon-

14 dating, ancient soot can help determine when a site
was inhabited. Soot from modern-day fires contaminates
the older soot, rendering the Carbon-14 useless.
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