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rect, it offers the possibility of new questions
and interpretations, that might be tested by
archeology.

If the village sites, which were located
some distance from the mission (according to
Treganza's survey), and the mission occupa-
tion, are contemporary, the emplacement of
the mission in relation to the villages remains
in question. The answer might be indicated
by the presence of neophytes from thirty-five
different tribes and from different missions—
missionizing efforts among the local tribes
may not have been overly successful at So-
noma.

What I am driving at, quite obviously, is
the need for problem-oriented research in his-
toric site archeology, and I merely repeat
the pleas of others in this respect. But this
research, and the excavations which might
result from it, must, I think, be useful to
students of culture, whether they are “Indi-
anists” or not.

A useful definition of a mission will clarify
the concept:

“A mission is an ecclesiastical unit of area of
sufficient size, within which all activities (such

as construction, farming, handicrafts, herding,
recreation, etc.) are administered by a min-
istry commissioned by, and dependent upon a
larger religious organization for direction or
financial support”.
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ABSTRACT

Nearly every manufactured object recov-
ered from military sites in this country can
be of help to the archaeologist in dating and
interpreting the post with which they are
associated. Many objects, particularly gun
parts and china have volumes written about
them to which the historian may refer. Not
so with the very important but much neglected
military insignia which by its very nature is
among the most durable material recovered.
(A list of publications pertaining to military
insignia was passed out at the Dallas meet-
ing.) Fortunately, military insignia (buttons,
buckles and hat plates) were manufactured
by many companies from the beginning of the
American Revolution to the end of the 19th
century. The surface designs were changed

every few years for the various military
branches. Many manufacturers were in busi-
ness for only short periods of time. All of
these things taken together work for the bene-
fit of the archaeologist and enable him to
identify military units and furnish him with
dates as to when they were in existence. In-
signia and uniforms for enemy armies as well
as those of the United States are illustrated by
colored slides, showing the style changes and
variety of materials and designs used in the
manufacture of metal insignia.

Methods of recovery (metal detectors) of
these objects from military sites and where
they will most likely occur on a site are also
mentioned.





