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descriptively secondary (historically primary) lines of culture 
cleavage within the area, so that it breaks up into two or more 
sections that respectively belong to neighbouring culture areas. 
In the former case we may speak of a specialized cultural develop­
ment originating within a larger culture area. Many, or at 
least some, of the features which at first seemed to constitute 
exclusive differentia will in this case prove to be merely special­
ized forms of elements whose presence may be demonstrated in 
the primary culture area. In the latter case, a number of super­
imposed cultural features, diffused over a continuous area, have 
proven strong enough to create a new culture area which breaks 
up and unites older ones.1 It is not always easy in dealing with 
specific problems to determine whether a (secondary) culture 
area is the result of specialized development within a larger 
culture area or represents a “reassortment” of culture areas. 
Taking the Plains culture area, for example, we may either think 
of it as a specialized form of culture based on a more general 
Eastern Woodland culture; or we may prefer to see in it a culture 
blend in which participate tribes originally belonging to the 
Eastern Woodland, the Southeastern, the Plateau, and possibly 
the Southwestern culture areas. The latter view seems more 
tenable to me, though particular emphasis should, I believe, be 
placed on the historical relation between the Plains and Eastern 
Woodland areas.

The synthetic process by elimination that we have roughly 
indicated is, of course, a successive one. An historical analysis 
of North American culture would quite probably reduce the 
present culture areas to two or three fundamental ones, say a 
Mexican culture area, a Northwest Coast area, and a large Cen­
tral area of which the Pueblo and Eskimo areas are the 
most specialized developments; the former as conditioned by 
profound Mexican influences, the latter as conditioned by a very 
peculiar environment. Whether or not the particular results 
here indicated prove correct, the method of chronologically 
weighting culture areas, or rather cultural differentia constituting

1 This process of "reassortment" of culture areas is taking place on a large scale to-day. 
Such modern features as the factory system, the organization of labour, steel armament, rail­
ways and numerous other technical advances, and the parliamentary form of government are 
simultaneously creating new geographical units of culture and breaking up old ones.


