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Introduction
Fig 37 The approximate Our present understanding of the cultural antecedents of ethnographic groups 1ecog”
distribution of indigenaus nised in Patagonia and Tierra del Fuego during the early years of Europeai contact
groups of the fime of fist begs many questions. How old are the cultural configurations which came to be known
contact in the early as Adnikenk, Selk’nam, Kawéskar and Yamana? Were the natives observed by the first
sixteenth century. Furopean sailors the direct descendants of the very first prehistoric colonisers of the

region? Did the earliest attempts at colonisation succeed OF fail over the long texm? Is
there evidence in the archaeological record of later attempts at colonisation, and did
these prove viable? Is there anything to suggest that latecomers may have displaced, or
even eliminated, earlier popula sons? And if descendants of both have survived, is there
any means of telling them apart? In attempting to answer these questions the most
recent archaeological research is revealing a level of variation at odds with the over-
simplified characterisation traditionally applied to these cultures. The new data does
not fit comfortably into the standard evolutionary scheme used to account for the
ethnographic distribution of the different groups in Patagonia (fig- 37).

To assess the origins of ethnographic subsistence patterns recorded at contact, both

archaeological and linguistic data, as well as molecular evidence, provide indepen-
dent lines of argument which must be compared. These in furn have a bearing on our
attempts to understand how the different groups came t0 occupy the territories
observed in historical times. The issue of the continuity of discontinuity of the human
populations themselves (biological change) must be carefully distinguished from
questions of continuity and modification of their material culture (cultural change)-
While the information available on the biological characteristics of prehistoric popula-
tions in Patagonia is still very limited, there is a growing body of archaeological evi-
dence recovered by survey and excavation which is filling in the picture of cultural
variation. Archaeologists rely heavily on stone tools such as scrapers and projecﬁle
points to indicate changing patterns of exploitation and adaptation since, with the
exception of bone and shell, almost all other perishable organic materials have disap-

peared. Subtle differences in tool forms can offer adaptative advartages in securing
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Fig 38 Yomana conoe

with smoke issuing from the
fire buning within if,

¢. 1907-8. The standing
figure hoids  harpoon while

another tests on the prow.

then processing, vital subsistence resources. Particular styles of projectile points, such
as arrowheads, may have enduring usefulness, sO that they become recognised
archaeologically as typical culture ‘traits’. Nevertheless, the ingenious use of scarce
resources to survive in demanding environments introduces a wide range of variabil-
ity in material culture.

Migration, dispersion o lacal development?

The differentiation of Fuego-Patagonian populations may g0 back as far as 12,000 B, for
by this time humans Were already widely distributed in southern South America. We
have shown that around 11,000 8P there is good archaeological evidence to indicate that
human populations crossed by land from the continent to what is now the Isla Grande
de Tierra del Fuego. Itis likely that this was the result of a gradual process of dispersion
rather than intentional migration (see chapter 2). The earliest settlers were broad spec-
trum hunter-gatherers who probably survived as small mobile bands foraging for
varied resources in an extremely cold and forbidding environment. The final inunda-
tion of the Estrecho de Magallanes by the sea around 8,000 8P would have created a for-
midable barrier isolating human populations on fhe newly formed jsland. Perhaps the
small sub-populations that were cut off represented only part of the genetic and cul-
tural make-up of the original population.! This is known as the ‘founder effect’ and
results in the creation of a large pool of variation for natural selection to act upon.?
Indeed, differences between the phenotype of human populations from the tsland com-
pared with those from the continent have been noted ? Human remains from the early
Holocene have yet to be recovered and s0 comparative morphological studies are not
yet possible. Nevertheless, sufficient independent evidence exists to suggest that the
scenario outlined above provided the basis for subsequent divergent evolution.

The alternative is that the early late Pleistocene populations on the island became
extinct. Perhaps the resources in the newly formed ecosystems on the island were
simply insufficient to support evern a sparse hwiman population, especiaily after the for-
mation of the Strait, when they would effectively have been cut off. This possibility is
supported by the paucity of sites dated between 9,000 and 2500 P in the north of Tierra
del Fuego. After 2,500 5P a striking proliferation of radiocarbon dates attests to the pres-
ence of humans almost everywhere in the north of the main istand. This contrast sup-
ports the hypothesis proposing an initial but ultimately unsuccessful colonisation,
foliowed by a later colonisation and sustained human occupation of the island. In this
case the natives that the Europeans met during the contact period would not have been
the direct descendants of the carliest colonisers, but rather descendants of the later pop-
ulations. '

If an island population did become isolated on Tierra del Fuego the effect of geo-
graphical separation through time would be to create variation in material culture
between the two sub-populations‘ north and south of the Strait.? For example,
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differences in the distribution of key resources, such as mammals, plants and raw mate-
rials for making tools and dwellings, would probably have led to divergent patterns in
the use of space on the island compared to the southern margins of the continent.
Another possible result of isolation might have been to prompt the intensification in the
use of traditional subsistence resources, and the exploitation of new ones, with corre-
sponding changes in the material culture. However, even when changes may have
taken place in the stature and proportions of humans and in their material culture, a
case for population continuity can still be made.

In theory it is possible that the ‘rescue effect’ was operative for an early population
reaching extinction thresholds on the island of Tierra del Fuego, since it was still
possible to cross by Jand between the continental mainland and Tierra del Fuego until
8,000 BP (see chapter 1). If this was the case then the archaeological gap between the
early occupations of Tres Arroyos and Marazzi (see chapter 2) and later settlement may
simply reflect the lack of archaeological fieldwork. For the time being it seems justified
to hypothesise some sort of population continuity.

Later opportunities for colonisation developed as the islands became more thickly
forested and the network of channels became navigable in the post-glacial period.
About seven thousand years ago the first indications of systematic maritime exploita-

tion are found, which must have entailed the initial experimentation with, and use of,

canoes (see fig. 38 and chapter 3). Most scholars interpret these new maritime adapta-
tions entirely as a product of local evolution.® An alternative hypothesis posits the
{ong-distance migration of maritime populations down the Pacific archipelago.”
These peoples would then have superimposed themselves over previous cultural con-
figurations, but as things stand there is little hard archaeological evidence to support
such a scenario.

Whether the time depth of the populations on Tierra del Fuego extends directly back
as far as 11,000 years BP, or is in fact much younger, the fact remains that the ancestors
of the historically known peoples must be sought in the local prehistory rather than in
invoking the idea of long-distance migrations of incoming populatibns.

Historical adaptations

When the first sailors arrived in the Magellanic region they found two fundamentally
contrasting adaptations which can be characterised as the ‘terrestrial’ and ‘canoe’ cul-
tures. The terrestrial peoples encompassed the Aénikenk of southern Patagonia, the
Selk'nam of northern Tierra del Fuego (who focused on the exploitation of guanaco) and
the Haush of south-eastern Tierra del Fuego {who complemented guanaco-hunting with
the exploitation of coastal resources). According to historical sources, the ‘canoe peoples’
included the Yamana of the Canal Beagle and Cabo de Hornos, the Kawéskar of the
western channels, and the Chonos of the Chonos and Guaitecas archipelagos. Their sub-

sistence was based on maritime resources, relying primayily on marine mammals. This
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encapsulates the key impressions recorded in the first chronicles and ethnographies.
Nevertheless, it is possible that subtle cultural variations went unrecognised during the
carly years of contact® This is supported by recent archaeological research which high-
Tights discrepancies with the ethnographic picture. These discrepancies include the facts
that: ‘

(1) Although birds are not ascribed a central role in the subsistence of the Selk'nam by

some e’c’nnogr;s\phers,9 abundant bird-remains show up at archaeological sites in what
is considered traditional Selknam territory.®’
(2) According to many Tystorical sources, rodents were the critical resource for hunter-

gatherers in the north of the jsland ™ however, archaeological research indicates that

rodent remains resulting from human exploitation are Very sparse.

(3) The distribution of shell middens in the Canal Messier in the western archipelagos
suggests a greater degree of social interaction for the canoe people than that indicated
by historical sources.’?

(4) There is little detectable difference in the technology of projectile point production

between the Selk'nam and the Yamana.™

(5) Perhaps surprisingly, the same can be said for Setk'nam and Yémana basket-

weaving.

Archaeological research also confirms that there is an underlying similarity in the range
of material cuiture throughout the western and southern channels.’® To take one exam-
ple, the so-called ‘large Haush harpoon’ is not really that different from those produced
by the Yamana, as Gusinde readily admits, and this can also be said of other, smaller,
harpoons which display a striking morphological similarity.’®

There are significant differences, then, between the ethnographic descriptions for
those groups and what has actually been recovered by archaeological excavation. This
points to the need criﬂcélly to re-evaluate the published ethnographies, for it may well
have been the case that the ethnographers were simply dealing with a limited sampte of
a much broader pattern of human activities. For example, male ethnographers working
in Patagonia at the beginning of the twentieth cenfury rarely had access to the female
world.”7 Also, the subsistence practices witnessed by ethnographers often occurred

within fhe context of constant encroachment of sheep ranches into traditional indige-

nous territories.’® Both factors distort the ethnographical record, which can hardly lay
claim to being objective. . :

When trying 0 characterise the historical groups in Patagonia and Tierra del Fuego il
two important factors must be taken into account. One is the fact that indigenous |
adaptive strategies were changing rapidly at the time of contact. The second is that
the recording of ethnographic information has been very uneven. If we were to look
at the range of archaeological data as distinct from what i8 observable ethnographically, |
we would have t0 conclude on the basis of present evidence that there were no clear- |

cut limits between ‘eultures’. Instead, we see @ continuum ranging from strongly
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Fig 39 Yamanas founching

a canae ot Rio Douglas,

Bahia Ponsonby, . 1907-8.

maritime cultures in the islands and channels to the west and the far south, to strongly
rerrestrial cultures in the steppes in the east and far north.

The linguistic evidence offers an additional independent body of information, for just
as we noted a fundamental distinction between the terrestrial and canoe cultures, so,
too, the languages spoken by each are very different. Furthermore, dialectical differ-
ences can be detected in the Yamana spoken in the Canal Beagle area compared with
that spoken on SOMe of the more isolated southern islands. A systematic study of the
historical linguistics has yet to be attempted but, insofar as the complex dynamics of
language differentiation can be reconstructed with limited information, they will
undoubtedly invite comparison with the archaeotogical data.

The distribution of the maritime cultures is essentially co-terminous with that of the
southern beech forest, upoil which they relied heavily."® This explains why their terri-
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sabel on the Bstrecho de Magallanes® and down to
on the Canal Beagle” Their territory extended
e distribution of forest permitted.

nd of Tierra del Fuego a8 th
ark for these cultures,

al role of wood and tree b
canoes to buckets (fig. 40).

{ their maritime adaptation. They were not only an indis-

but also formed the focus of family life. Families
ires burning inside them almost pez-

Canoes were the mainstay ©

and they have been observed consurning mussels on board”

t always throwrt back into the sea. As the eighteenth-
ere sometimes taken back to the shoreline
one that can be observed beside

manently (see fig. 38),
althoﬁgh the empty shells were no
century traveller John Byron noted, they w
and discarded there,” perhaps forming heaps like the

the canoe in Bahia Ponsonby (fig. 39}

Human mobility in the labyrinthine channel system was problematic because the
convoluted topography made direct journeys almost impossible and the weather was
often ferocious and unpredictable. Portages made of logs were constructed in places.
These cut across istands, giving the groups direct ways of moving through the maze of

intricate channels, much 10 fhe astonishment of early explorers (fig. 41).%
the “canoe people’ also constructed huts

g a lot of time ON the water,
stal strip and the frames Were

Despite spendin,
onfined to a narrow coa

on land. These were usually ¢
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Fig 41 above View of port of 0 portuge some 350 m in overall length,

Estrecho de Magafienes, 1879.

Fig 42 far lefl Multi-harbed whatebone harpoon and single-barbed harpoon
from Tierra del Fuego. Lengibs 43.3 cm and 35.7 am.

Fig 43 leff Bone wedge used for working woad and berk, The implement is
foshioned from the long bone of 4 guanace. Drohably Selk/nam. Leagth 16 cm.

Fig 44 oppasite ahave Group of Yamana in front of their hut.

Fig 45 opposite below Shell stsaper bound by @ leather thong 1o u lurge pehble.
Length 19.5 tm.
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sometimes left to be used again (fig. 44)7 Tools and weapons made of bone were key
elements in this maritime adaptation. Harpoons of different shapes and sizes were
fashioned from sea-mammal bone (fig. 42) and used to hunt sea lions and occasionally
dolphins (figs 46 and 48); Bone is a logical choice in the channels, where the availability
of alternative materials is limited 26 Bone wedges were also used to extract bark from
trees and a variety of cutting tools were made from sea-mammal bone as well as
guanaco bone (fig. 43). The lack of other suitable raw materials likewise helps explain
the widespread use of shell-knives as cutting tools, made of the larger and more
resistant mussels (fig. 45).

Subsistence was heavily dependent on the consumption of sea mammals, supp1é~
mented by marine bizds, especially shags.? Their meat was consumed as well as their
eggs. When the opportunity presented itself they hunted otters or pursued huemul or
guanaco. The otter was an important prey in the southern channels and togethef with
birds may have been part of the reason for the seasonal exploitation of the more remote
archipelagos.®

Mussels were regularly gathered at low tide (fig. 50) and the discarded sheils formed

large and very visible accumulations. Sailors were impressed by these great mussel
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Fig 46 right Athlinata,

o Yamana Indian, moking a

spear with o hafted,

multi-harbed harpoon,

Fig 47 opposite ehave lefl
Ahlinata demonstroting how

a shing was used. Although

_ slings were simple weapons
they were exiremely
effective for both husting

ond combat,

Fiy 48 opposite above right

Athlinuta demonstrating how
o spear with a hofted, multi-

I harbed heirpaon was used.

Fig 49 far right Yomana

mon kindling o fire.

Fig 50 right Yamuaa

: women gothering mussels,

Bahia Tekenikn, Ish Hoste,







Fig 51 Sell'nam group
of the eastera end of Lago
Fagnono {kogo Kami},

Tiercu def Fusgo.

heaps and thought that mussels were the principal dietary staple, which was not actu
ally the case. A range of wiltd plants and herbs helped supplement fhe diet, especially
berries (Berberis buxifolia) and wild celery (Apium australe)”

In striking contrast, the terrestrial hunters occupied the extensive interior hinterlands,
forested or not. They invariably moved on foot {fig. 51), horses playing a role only I
historical times among the Adnikenk* Minor variations of foot-hunting adaptaiion®

are apparent in historical times among different regions of Patagonia and Tierra del




Fig 52 Selk'num group
in front of @ guanace-skin
shelter watches intently as

o huater mokes on GITow,
. 1967-4.

THE ORIGINS OF FTRNOGRAP

Fuego. The shape and size of their dwellings also varied, with d

HIC SUBSISTERCE PATTERNS

ome-shaped huts being

N EUEGO-PATABONIA = 73

used in Peninsula Mitre, 3 vertical windbreaks in northern Tierra del Fuego (fig. 52) and

larger, moTe claborate tents in the pampas of the continent (see fig. 80). By historical

times conical huts made of large logs seem 10 have been an important type of dwelling

among the Setkmam, but these probably only &

eveloped very late when remnant

groups gained access t0 iron tools and sought refuge in the forest (fig. 53).

Their tools and weapons Were made of raw materials obtained from rock OutCrops




Fig 53 Tenenésk and
his wife in front of @
Selk'nom hut,

and the inland forests. Bows and arrows comprised the pasic weapons for war and for
hunting guanaco (fig. 55). Projectile points were made of stone, a material that, follow~
ing outside contact, was swiftly replaced by glass (fig. 54)- Sometimes these objects
were hafted in ways which suggest that they were used as cutting tools.

Bolas were used in the continental pampas to hunt guanaco and fianda (the flightless
bird). This weapon appears in Patagonia at least as early as 4,500 BF, and probably much
earlier (see chapter 2) and its importance seems to have increased with time {se€
chapter 3). When the Adnikenk adopted the norse bolas must have become even mote
effective when deployed from horseback (see fig. 108).

Rodents were not the important resource that some authors have suggested, but muust

surely have been consumed.” They were trapped in their burrows with the help of




“ fig 55 Sefk’nam hunter

puised 10 despatch an orrow.
e holds the quiver between

g i Teeth.

Fig 54 Hafted projectile
point. Length 31.9 cm.
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wooden sticks, In Tierra del Fuego a variety of traps and snares Were used to capture
birds, and collective hunting also took place. Birds were apparently less important in
Adnikenk subsistence.

Plants played an important role for the Haush and Selk'nam, especially mushrooms
{Cytaria darwini) and seeds (Descurainia antarctica). The prepara’cion of the latter - called
tay by the Selk'nam - demanded a grinding technology. Well-worn rock mortars are
commonly found at sites located in places that were visited repeatedly. The role of
plants among the Adnikenk is not well known, although they are reported to have col-
jected a variety of fruits and mushrooms.®

The seasonal movement of guanaco herds was crucial in determining the hunting

patterns of the Selk'nam on the island, as well as the Aénikenk on the continent.
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Fig 56 Sefl'nam women Guanaco display marked territorial behaviour and use the same general area all year

on the march, rounding the long. In rugged terrain they migrate within a limited annual range that is rarely larger

cothessternshora of lage than 20 km.?* Thus human groups focusing on guanaco could easily predict the loca-

Fagnano {Lago Kami), Tiesra tions where family groups, whether sedentary or migratory, were to be found. They

del Fuego, ¢. 1907-8. pursued them by trekking to places where they could take full advantage of the topog-
raphy to ambush the herds.

Just like the canoe people, the terrestrial hunters were never exclusively dependent
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on either terrestrial or maritime TegouUrces.
Even when their economy Wwas centred

mosily on terrestrial fauna, maritime

_ resources still played a role (fig. 56)- Shell-
;_'.'.‘5_: ) fish were intensively collected, fish speared

with barbed harpoons in tidal pools,® and

peached whales exploited whenever the
opportunity presented tselé. This happened
rmore frequently than might be imagined.®
One consequence Of this is that the terres-
trial hunters, who repeatedly used favoured
haunts near rookeries 10 hunt sea lions and
gather mussels, created archaeological sites
consisting predominantly of maritime
fauna. The maritime and terrestrial worlds
were therefore never completely separated.
The best example is that of the Haush, dis-
cussed at the end of this chapter. In fact,
nowhere was there an immutable boundary
between these contrasting cultural adapta-
tions. In places like Admirai'ty Sound in
western Tierra del Fuego, OT in the interior

seas on the continent, there is clear evidence

of contact zones” marked by avaried range

of archaeological sites.®®

The antiquity of the ethnographic
cultural configurations

Furopean contact brought about important
changes to native societies, forcibly modify-
ing many fraditional subsistence practices.39
We must therefore ask whether some histor-
ically observed practices are the result of
recent contact with Europeans, 0T whether they accurately reflect long-standing pat-
terns. To solve this puzzle the archaeological, Jinguistic and ethnographic data available
for historical times must be compared carefully with the archaeological evidence for the
prehistoric period.

1f we accept that historical adaptations wWere considerably modified in response 0
changing historical circumstances during the contact period, we can now consider what

happened before the arrival of the Europeans. The archaeological record reveals several
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distinct ways of life, each of them centred on a different suite of resources. Technologi-
cal studies have identified marked differences in the techniques used in the production
of bifacial artefacts on either side of the Strait for approximately the last two thousand
years.*? Other lines of evidence support this pattern of variability. Studies of faunal
remains show great diversity in the range of food resources that were exploited, with
sea mammals playing a more prominent role in Tierra del Fuego after 6,000 gp.4! Scant
but consistent evidence for hunting flandti as a SOUrCe of fat is recorded on the main-
land during the same time period.* Since fandd do not appear o have reached the
island it is possible that sea mammals instead were funted in Tierra del Fuego for their
fat, among other things, and were important even for terrestrial hunter-gatherers.® This
increasing emphasis on hunting sea mammals meant that traditional territories grew to
encompass the regular exploitation of coastal sites. The sequence of superimposed
occupations which can be up to three thousand years long in some places, has produced
some quite large sifes.

Around 4,000 to 3,000 8P the cultures of Fuego-Patagonia formed a very heteroge-
neous mixture, More than one multi-generational population was surely involved, since
people were distributed almost everywhere, from the outer islands of Cabo de Hornos*
to the Atlantic coast® and the inland waterways and seas On the Pacific side.*® Never-
theless, there was still much unoccupied territory between these regions. Most of the
Patagonian plateaux were apparently used only seasonally, probably for the hunting of
young guanaco,” and several islands of the western channels were visited only sporad-
ically.®® In fact, isolation of the canoe people from terrestrial hunters has been proposed
as the main explanation for stability in their adaptation and may also account for the
divergence in the languages spoken by each.®

In continental Patagonia the evidence ranges from sites suggesting a more intensive
adaptation to the coast® to the incidental use of marine resources by terrestrial
hunters,®* and locations which are clearly the product of a fully terrestrial adaptation.
Examples of the latter include the use of land above 1,000 m in the Paso Verlika site in

the Sierra Baguales,® evidence for exploitation of the huemut in the Rio Ibafiez region,®
and the generalised use of lacustrine environments at several sites.™

Recent archaeology for the Jast four thousand years in northern Tierra del Fuego com-
prises sites with large quanﬁties of guanaco bones, but also includes sea lions at coastal
locations. The sites are small, five to ten metres in diameter, except near the coast where
huge shell middens have built up close to locations rich in immobile resources, princi-
pally mussels. Originally these sites may have begun simply as small heaps (see fig. 39)
and grown incrementally in the course of hundreds or even thousands of years. But
such impressive shell accumulations are not always long-term habitation sites, for these
may or may not have been located close to the coast. In many senses the archaeological
record is not a simple and direct product of the ethnographic context in which it was
created and we must bear in mind that the formation of a given site could be the result
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of repeated occupations by different groups for different motives. This is one of many
reasons why the archaeological record may not always match what is anyhow an
incomplete ethnographic picture. ,

Differences in the range of prey and hunting technology have in time led to cultural
distinctions, some of which have been used to characterise ethnographic groups.
But whatever the impressions formed by explorers and sailors in the centuries follow-
ing contact, we must recognise that these reflect only ‘snapshots’ amid what was in
reality an immensely varied and highly dynamic cultural configuration. By way of
example we can offer the Jong-standing issue of the Haush, foot hunters who never-

theless took systematic advantage of the populous sea lion rookeries of the north of
Peninsula Mitre. This group has been referred to by many names, including Haus and
Mannekenk 5 but the application of this label serves merely to gloss over significant
ambiguities. Some ethnographic sources® suggest that there were few differences
between the Haush and the Yamana, while other descriptions® clearly suggest
Selk’nam affiliations.® Human remains recovered in the area can be compared with

both the Selk'nam and the Yamana.® The archaeological record shows many

similarities to that of the Selk’nam, suggesting a comparable adaptation, but with an
added emphasis on sea mammals.*

These ambiguities make it difficult to classify the inhabitants of south-eastern Tierra
del Puego and it is not really clear at what point in time the label Haush or Mannekenk
can be applied. The so-called Haush cultural configuration may in fact be relatively
recent, although still pre-dating contact. The more distinctive characteristics, like the
dome-shaped hut,® or the use of sea lion cloaks, 2 are in place by the time of initial con-
tact in the eighteenth century%®

In dealing with this problem, the case of Isla de los Estados, lying across the Estrecho
de le Maire that separates it from Peninsula Mitre, immediately comes to mind. Archae-
ological remains dated to around 2,500 BP have been found on this island which has
always been separated by the sea from Tierra del Fuego.ééYCanoes must undoubtedly
have been used to cross the Strait and reach the island. Canoe people from the southern

channels were surely involved, but no remains have been found that can be unequivo-
cally attributed to them. Instead, the lithic technology is reminiscent of the artefacts
commonly attributed to terrestrial peoples from northern.Tierra del Fuego®

The observations given above on the ancestors of the Haush also hold true for the
ancestors of the other groups encountered in historical times. The elusive image of the
ancestors of the Haush, or the affiliation of the inhabitants of Isla de los Estados, merely
serve to emphasise the complex dynamics involved in both terrestrial and maritime
adaptations. The degree of change implied by the material culture of the inhabitants of
Fuego-Patagonia may appear to be great, but it is probably within the normal bounds of
material variation for hunting and gathering societies living on islands. It has been sug-
gested that hunter-gatherer adaptations on islands may be more susceptible to external
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influences due to the ceduced range of habitats compared with continents ® Recent

evidence from the Chonos archipelago illustrates this point.5 island populations have

few options available in response t0 direct usurpation of their traditional territories by

outsiders and density-dependent adaptations tend to appear faster. Moreover, better

opportunities for cultural change arise for smaller populations occupying a new niche®®

and, contrary to much that has beent claimed,®® stability is the exception rather than the

rule on islands.

Conclusions

The key theme developed in this chapter is the dynapnic relati onship between natural

and cultural variation. A number of discrepancies have emerged between the archaeo-

jogical record and ethnographic information recorded in historical times and these

paint a more complex picture than that traditionally proposed.

It is clear there were significant variations in subsistence strategies on either side of

the Strait after 4,000 B2, each closely tailored to the local distribution of key subsisience

resources and their relative importance. Moreover, technotogical changes beyond those

linked to subsistence activities have also been identified. These also indicate that differ-

ent terrestrial adaptations evolved in late fimes on either side of the Strait.

Many of the differences in subsistence, settlernent strategies and language observed

on Isla Grande de Tierra del Fuego and

tion. In addition, a completely new maritime way of life makes its appearance around
six thousand years ago, OF earlier, and this adaptation also exhibits significant varia-
. tion® This pattern of multi-divergent evolution helps to explain the cultural MOsaic

found by Europeans in Tierra del Fuego

final word.
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