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The SAA’s Endowments:
Making a Difference Today

The SAA endowments are not just about the distant
future. Earnings from the three funds are being put
to work right now, providing new opportunities for
students and improving the SAA’s overall effective-

ness.

For example, in 2006, the SAA Board approved use
of some of the general endowment fund earnings to
support interns such as Kristin Baker of Howard
University, who served in the SAA’s Washington,
D.C. office. Kristin interned with David Lindsay in
the Government Affairs program. She first became
interested in archaeology after attending a field
school during the summer of her Junior year. In
Austin, she was lead author on a poster, and volun-
teered in the SAA meeting office.

Kristin’s internship began with background discus-
sion and reading about federal laws and the various
federal agencies. After two weeks of preparation she
began work in earnest. And she didn’t get stuck with
filing and photocopying. She accompanied David to
committee meetings on the Hill. At other times when
David had a conflict, she attended meetings, took
notes, and reported back to David. Kristin comment-
ed, “It’s difficult to find an internship in Washington,
D.C. that provides monetary support, and in this
internship I not only got paid, I got to do exciting and
interesting things.”

Kristin’s internship illustrates how the SAA endow-
ments are already making a difference. As the
endowments grow through this campaign, the oppor-
tunities to benefit more students and all of our mem-
bership will also grow. Please help us achieve these
goals.

Kristin Baker of Howard University served an internship
in the SAA’s Washington, D.C. office. The internship was
funded from the SAA General Endowment’s earnings.
Kristin is shown here assisting at the Annual Meeting in
Austin, Texas.

The SAA Endowment Campaign

In 2005, the SAA Board approved a five-year
campaign to add $500,000 to our endowments.

Give to one of these endowments:
Public Education

Native American Scholarships
SAA General Endowment
Or divide your gift among all three.

Your generosity will make a difference for
the SAA and for American archaeology right now,
as well as in the future!

To the generous people who have
already stepped up to
“Give the SAA a Gift on its 75th,”
thank you!

How to Give?

Make your donation on-line at www.saa.org, or use
the form on the back inside cover. If you have any
questions, please contact Tobi Brimsek at 202-789-
8200.
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EDITOR’S CORNER

John Kantner

John Kantner is Vice President for Academic & Institutional Advancement
at the School for Advanced Research.

Thanks!

Over six years ago, I became the editor of the then brand-new The SAA Archaeological
Record, which had been created under the guidance of former editor Mark Aldenderfer.
Since, as a graduate student, I assisted Mark with the then-named SAA Bulletin, I have
spent well over a decade working on the Society’s primary publication on the practice of
archaeology, one of the only such publications in our discipline. Although not always
an easy job, the editorship has been an invaluable experience, one through which I
have learned much I would not have otherwise learned, and met many colleagues
whom [ otherwise might never have had the pleasure of knowing.

When I assumed responsibility of the The SAA Archaeological Record, my goal was to
make it more of a trade magazine and less of a society newsletter, recognizing both the
need for the former and the emerging role of the Internet for replacing many of the lat-
ter’s functions. My intention was not to purge the publication of all material related to
SAA business and committee activities, but instead I wanted more of the pages to be
dedicated to articles that consider timely issues related to archaeological practice, a
trend developed by Mark Aldenderfer. As Figure 1 (below) illustrates, the Associate Edi-
tors and I have been successful in this regard; content on SAA business and commit-
tee activities made up 39% of Volume 18 of the SAA Bulletin but a better-balanced 19%
of Volume 6 of The SAA Archaeological Record, while the proportion of content dedicat-
ed to articles grew from 37% to 72%.
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LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Geoarchaelogy

eing long-term practitioners in the

fields of geoarchaeology and archae-
ological geology, we read with interest
the thoughtful two-part piece by Joseph
Schuldenrein on their current defini-
tions (The SAA Archaeological Record
6[5]:11-14, 7[1]:16-24). We here forward
other considerations on this topic based
on experience starting well before either
field was identified in any formal way.
One of us is a geologist with a wide
range of interest across the earth sci-
ences, and the other is an archaeologist,
but again with wide culture historical
interests across both anthropology and

geology.

Although we agree with Schuldenrein
that geoarchaeology addresses the inter-
face between earth sciences and archae-
ology, saying that archaeological prob-
lems form the basis of the inquiry does
not go quite far enough. For us, there
must be geological investigation to qual-
ify for geoarchaeology, and we have used
the term sparingly only in the title of
papers coauthored by ourselves or with
others in the opposite field to our major
focus. Thus, we would not use “geoar-
chaeology” without archaeological or
geological colleagues as coauthors to be
confident either of us was staying on the
disciplinary rails of the field where we
did not command the wider knowledge
of our coauthor. There should always be
solid geology and sound archaeology in
the overall mix of geoarchaeology.
Where there is no solid archaeology in
the mix (i.e., just geology of interest to
archaeology), we would not use the term
“geoarchaeology” in a title.

When Schuldenrein defines archaeolog-
ical geology as referring to a thematic
bias in which geology is the focus and
archaeology the investigative technique,
we think he has things essentially back-
wards. Certainly his definition would
surprise nearly all the members of the
Archaeological Geology Division of the
Geological Society of America (none of

whom are archaeologists and would
probably decline to conduct research in
that field as a solo effort). The term “geo-
logical archaeology” would therefore
seem a useful addition. In short, to us,
the noun is the definer and the modifier
is the qualifier. Geoarchaeology is
archaeology pursued with a geological
bent using geological methods, while
archaeological geology is geology pur-
sued with archaeological problems in
mind but not using archaeological
methods (archaeologists can do their
field investigations quite well enough
for themselves).

An interesting question is whether any
younger researchers will arise who are
interdisciplinary ~ geoarchaeologists
themselves, with little need in many
instances to call on team efforts. We sus-
pect probably not. When one of us
(Dickinson) was department head of
Geology at the University of Arizona,
Vance Haynes and he worked out a
means for graduate students to major in
either geology or archaeology and minor
in the other. There have been few if any
takers. The other of us (Green) worked
his way up the academic ladder during
which a dual basis was laid by means of
a double degree, a B.A. in Anthropology
and B.Sc. in Geology at the University of
New Mexico. This allowed courses in
geology to continue to be part of his skill
mix at the Ph.D. level at Harvard. The
problem is that both fields are large and
complex enough in themselves. To be a
sound modern geologist is a challenge
without worrying about archaeology,
which has a social science dimension in
an anthropological direction that simply
cannot be finessed. An archaeologist
with no insights into anthropology
would be like a geologist with no
insights into chemistry. Incomplete and
intellectually crippled, it becomes ever
harder for all but a very few practitioners
in either discipline to plow both furrows
simultaneously.

We both have experienced this in our
research efforts. As a geologist working

with Pacific archaeological colleagues,
Dickinson knows a lot by osmosis about
Pacific sites and Lapita decorations.
However, it is the geological identifica-
tion of the temper in sherds, changes in
sea levels, and tracking former shore-
lines that are his forte. He would never
trust himself to evaluate the multiple
uses people made any given archaeolog-
ical site or try to codify Lapita motifs.
Moreover, there is a huge corpus of
social science savvy that has to go into
such interpretations. Nor would he trust
archaeologists, even if carefully coached,
to read the paleoshoreline record of an
island with full fidelity. Thus, in joint
publications over the years, and even in
single-authored ones, a surer result
always derives if there has been signifi-
cant input through joint efforts or com-
mentary from the opposite perspective.

We are reminded of the old Zen proverb:
“There are many paths through the
world and you can follow any one you
choose. But you cannot walk two paths
at the same time.”

In Part II of Schuldenrein’s article, he
canvases the issues posed by cultural
resource management that often require
investigations using geoarchaeology and
geological archaeology. He begins that
section of his article with the observa-
tion that “there is no codified structure
for geoarchaeological certification.” And
he ends it with a statement that future
opportunities for geoarchaeologists will
surface in nontraditional venues. As a
result, he thinks that while academic
geoarchaeology may open up incremen-
tally, it will certainly not be in line with
current and future demands of the com-
mercial section that solicits input from
the earth sciences. Although in large
part agreeing with these views, we
would again stress the need at times for
substantial joint archaeological and geo-
logical involvement in many such inves-
tigations. Moreover, we retain the
doubts expressed above as to whether
specially formulated academic programs
combining the two will in fact eventuate,
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even incrementally, as realistic main-
stream options.

Schuldenrein certainly has his heart in
the right place in respect to the potential
within a mix of geology and archaeology.
However, a stronger input from the geo-
logical portion of the mix seems a sine
qua non, given that few archaeologists or
geologists are ever going to have the
expertise to combine these fields on
their own.

William R. Dickinson
Professor Emeritus of Geoscience
University of Arizona

Roger C. Green
Emeritus Professor of Prehistory
University of Auckland

Natural History

e, the undersigned, are all affiliat-
OL ed with the scientific staff of the
American Museum of Natural History.
We join together to express our concern
about publication of “On the Trail of the
Anasazi” by Craig Childs, the cover arti-
cle in the March 2007 issue of Natural
History magazine.

We question the judgment of the edito-
rial staff of Natural History magazine in
publishing an article that denigrates
American Indian peoples; seriously mis-
represents the work, ideas, and practices
of professional anthropologists actively
working in the American Southwest;
and encourages unethical, disrespectful,
and possibly illegal behavior.

Employing the tired literary conceit of a
mysterious lost civilization, Childs

knowingly elects to perpetuate the
name “Anasazi,” a term he explains is
offensive to Pueblo Indians when
applied to their forebears because it is a
Navajo word meaning “ancestors of the
enemy.” We have to ask why Natural
History would publish a story that inten-
tionally insults the descendants of the
ancient people who are the subject of
the narrative.

By contrast, the contemporary commu-
nity of professional archaeologists
acknowledges the cultural and historical
linkage of present-day Pueblo people
with their ancestors by using the term
“Ancestral Pueblo,” a name that explicit-
ly avoids the misleading and pejorative
connotations of “Anasazi.”

We further object to the article’s
endorsement of visiting ancestral sites,
sacred places to living Pueblo Indians,
while drunk in the dark of night, disre-
specting both the living and the dead.
Further, the subterfuge of his party in
Mexico, first presenting themselves as
archaeologists, then denying this and
recasting their role as professors and
students engaged in a semester of field
studies, is reprehensible and dishonest.
A professional archaeologist engaged in
field studies in Mexico would only do so
with the permission of the national gov-
ernment, and the article makes no sug-
gestion that Childs had such permis-
sion. This dishonesty with the people of
Mexico damages the reputation of legiti-
mate archaeologists who currently work
and will work in Mexico in the future.

This article is not even good journalism
because it fails to answer the question
posed in the subtitle: “What became of
their inhabitants?” These people did not

4 The SAA Archaeological Record ¢« MaY 2007

mysteriously vanish. As acknowledged
by all, their descendants live at Hopi and
other Pueblo Indian villages throughout
the U.S. Southwest. By seeming to pan-
der to public fascination with false sto-
ries of lost civilizations, Childs misses
the opportunity to truly educate readers
about the rich history that connects
Ancestral Pueblo peoples with their liv-
ing descendants in Arizona and New
Mexico. This type of reporting demeans
Natural History magazine.

We think it necessary to emphasize that
the members of the scientific communi-
ty at the American Museum of Natural
History have no relationship to the pro-
duction of Natural History magazine. In
2002, the American Museum of Natural
History sold the magazine to a private
company, and since that date, museum
scientists have had no voice in the con-
tent of the magazine.

Linda Cordell, Research Associate
Division of Anthropology
American Museum of Natural History

T. J. Ferguson, Research Associate
Division of Anthropology
American Museum of Natural History

David Hurst Thomas, Curator
Division of Anthropology
American Museum of Natural History

Laurie Webster, Research Associate
Division of Anthropology
American Museum of Natural History

Peter Whiteley, Curator
Division of Anthropology
American Museum of Natural History



FROM THE PRESIDENT

FROM THE PRESIDENT

Dean Snow

Dean Snow is President of the Society for American Archaeology.

Dear Colleagues:

By now, over 10,000 archaeologists, including all SAA members,
should have received the completely revised 2008 Call for Sub-
missions for the Society for American Archaeology's 73rd
Annual Meeting in Vancouver, BC, Canada, March 26-30, 2008.
I want to take a moment to highlight some of the new and
important information you will need to know if you are plan-
ning on participating in the Vancouver meeting.

The SAA Board of Directors has determined that beginning
with the 2008 annual meeting, the standard submission format
for participation in an SAA annual meeting will be electronic via
the web. This change is an acknowledgment that the majority of
meeting participants are now submitting electronically. There-
fore, we are excited about the June 1st launch of a new web-
based submission system for the 2008 meeting. Please note that
traditional hardcopy submissions will still be accepted at an
additional cost of $25.00. The Executive Director may exempt
this additional service fee for legitimate reasons where contrib-
utors can not access/use the web.

One of the most important features to note about the new sys-
tem is the increased control for session organizers. Organizers
create their session by inviting participants to submit via auto-

mated email. This means organizers must obtain the full name
and valid email address for each participant. Users of the web-
based system can also make changes to their submissions at any
time before the grace period ends. With any web-based submis-
sion, there are no change fees, nor are there any late fees. Should
you choose to submit via hardcopy forms, these fees are still
applicable. The submissions deadline is Wednesday, September
5, 2007, which is followed by a grace period ending on Septem-
ber 12, 2007. Please remember that submissions cannot be
accepted once the grace period ends.

We are excited to put this new technology to work for the Soci-
ety, and anticipate that the new system will facilitate the sub-
missions process and streamline the administration for the
SAA Program Committee. I hope to see you in Vancouver next
March.

Sincerely,

LS

Dean Snow
President
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LEARNING FROM LAS VEGAS

ARCHAEOLOGY IN THE EXPERIENCE ECONOMY

Cornelius Holtorf

Cornelius Holtorf is Assistant Professor in Archaeology at the Institute of Archaeology and Ancient History,
University of Lund, Sweden.

popular culture. This short article reviews the archaeological motifs that can be found in environ-
ents such as Disneyland and on the Las Vegas Strip. They provide a set of imagery to which
people can easily relate and that immerses them in a world different from the normal routines and
restrictions of everyday life. Archaeology provides experiences that relate very closely to people’s fan-
tasies, dreams, and desires. I argue that in the emerging “Experience Economy,” archaeologists need to
ask what kind of experiences they can offer to society. My conclusion is that professional archaeologists
have more to learn from Las Vegas than they have to fear it.

a rchaeology has become a potent element in themed environments that abound in contemporary

Las Vegas Archaeology

The first Las Vegas resort to embody consistently an archaeological or historical theme was Caesars
Palace, opened in 1966 (Malamud 1998). It signifies the popular myth of a decadent and opulent Rome
associated with excess and indulgence as it is depicted in movies like Ben Hur (1959), Cleopatra (1963),
or Gladiator (2000). Arguably, Caesars Palace creates a museum for the mass audience, a museum free
of admission fees, velvet ropes, tedious labels, and Plexiglas panels, and (falsely) appearing to be free of
security guards. The hotel-casino is thus a carrier of culture without many of the explicit behavioral con-
straints and class implications found in many ordinary museums.

Completed in 1993 in the shape of the world’s largest pyramid, and with a gigantic sphinx in front of it,
the Luxor is another Las Vegas resort (Figure 1). It embraces the clichés of ancient Egypt, incorporating
pyramids, pharaohs, mummies, occult mysteries, fabulous wealth, and archaeological excavations. An
“authentic” reproduction of Tutankhamen'’s tomb as it looked when Howard Carter opened it in 1922
lets the common tourist slip into the role of the privileged archaeologist discovering wonderful things
(Malamud 2001:35). The main lobbies of the building are filled with full-scale Egyptian architecture,
and walls, wardrobes, and bed linen in each room are adorned with Egyptian murals and hieroglyphics.
The local What’s On magazine accordingly proclaims that the Luxor is “as much a museum as it is a
hotel and casino.”

The success of both resorts—Ilike all the others along the Vegas Strip—are indicative of some economic
trends in late 20th- and early 21st-century Western societies. Arguably, people are increasingly consum-
ing products by consuming experiences. As the American economists Joseph Pine and James Gilmore
argued in their book, The Experience Economy (1999:25), “businesses that relegate themselves to the
diminishing world of goods and services will be rendered irrelevant.” Instead, businesses now need to
offer experiences to people. These experiences are first and foremost about engaging people sensually,
cognitively, socially, culturally, and emotionally. As part of this process, consumption is increasingly
linked to signification, lifestyle, and identity. We all are buying products as potent signifiers of who (we
think) we are and who we would like to be. People thus consume what brings them in touch with their
own collective imaginations and fantasies (Gottdiener 1997:126-128, 153-154; Jensen 1999). This is pre-
cisely the benefit of “theming.” Themed environments are sets of imagery to which people can easily

The SAA Archaeological Record ¢ MAY 2007
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relate and that immerses them in a world different from the nor-
mal routines and restrictions of everyday life (Gottdiener 1997).
The Romans in Caesars Palace and the Egyptians in the Luxor
create an atmosphere of exotic luxury metaphorically transporting
guests into some other world. That world is removed from daily
life, its conventional responsibilities, and its controlling mecha-
nisms, instead encouraging fantasy—and of course spending,
which is what Las Vegas and many other themed environments
are all about.

Theming draws, in part, on the “virtual capital” that consumers
have acquired from mass media such as cinema and especially
television (Hall and Bombardella 2005:9; Hennig 1999:94-101).
In that way, much popular culture does not represent, or misrep-
resent, an existing reality, but rather it interprets other popular
culture. In Las Vegas, it is possible to observe from a single van-
tage point representations that we can all relate to from media
such as Discovery Channel and National Geographic magazine: a Figure 1: Learning from Egypt—the Luxor resort at Las Vegas.
giant Easter Island sculpted head, an immense lion, a huge Photo credit: Cornelius Holtorf 2001.
medieval castle, and a giant Sphinx in front of a pyramid (Gottdi-

ener 1997:106). As this short list indicates, many ideas in popular

culture draw on historical or archaeological themes.

Archaeology in Demand

There can be no doubt that archaeology as a discipline embodies and evokes motifs that are in particu-
lar demand in Western popular culture. These recurring motifs include but are not restricted to the fol-
lowing (see also Holtorf 2005):

. new discoveries of treasure,

« the solution of great mysteries,

« technological wizardry and scientific advancement,
- anostalgia for ancient worlds, and

. drama in exotic locations.

These motifs are closely related to some major themes, out of which the fantasies of Hollywood, Las
Vegas, and many theme parks are made (Gottdiener 1997:151-152). Archaeology has therefore much to
offer to popular culture. Wonderful treasures, mysteries of ancient civilizations, appealing reconstruc-
tions of past ways of life, and dramatic stories about fieldwork in remote places have always been the most
important dimensions of archaeology in popular culture. They are arguably at their current best in Dis-
neyland’s exhilarating Indiana Jones Adventure ride through the Temple of the Forbidden Eye, based on
elements of the quintessential movie archaeologist.

Archaeologists tend to lament the reduction of their discipline to just very few dimensions among
which the archaeological adventure is most prominent. But there is another way of looking at this.
Archaeology has become a very widely recognized and attractive brand that many people value—and
happily spend money on (Holtorf 2007). Archaeologists are thus in the enviable position that they can
easily connect with some of our time’s most widespread fantasies, dreams, and desires. That capital is
what themed environments, like Disneyland, are tapping into when they feature archaeological motifs.
For example, the Forbidden Kingdom featuring the Tomb Blaster ride at Chessington World of Adventures
near London evokes many aspects of the classic assemblage usually associated with Indiana Jones (Fig-
ure 2). Evidently, the popular fascination with archaeology lies on a different level than professional
archaeologists would hope for. Many of the engaging experiences that archaeology supplies draw more
on the exciting process of doing archaeology than on any particularly desirable insights about a past that
really once existed. It is the tomb raiding, the treasure hunting, the solving of mysteries, and the revealing
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of truths that move millions (Holtorf 2007: Chapter 5), not the A3
latest addition to ceramic typology or settlement distribution e J
patterns. By the same token, it is not the historical accuracy and
genuineness of reconstructed ancient sites and monuments that g
is meaningful to the majority of tourists, but the value they have
as appealing stage sets evoking cultural capital (Gruffudd et al.
1999; Hennig 1999).

Asking what archaeology can contribute to the contemporary
world means exploring what kind of experiences it can offer.
Archaeology is increasingly evoking clichés and metaphors
about itself rather than actual truths about the past. This is no
coincidence. We have been witnessing the transition to the
“Experience Society” (Schulze 1993). In that society, archaeology
requires a new profile (Moore 2006). In the light of a number of
particular significant themes that have come to define the sub-
ject of archaeology in the popular domain, the entire field may
need to be rethought—as will the way that archaeologists them-
selves have been relating to their popular representations
(Holtorf 2007:Chapters 6-7). The main issue is no longer how
archaeologists can make those people who love Indiana Jones, treas-  Figure 2: Archaeology in demand at Chessington World of Adventures.
ure hunting, and revelations about ancient mysteries more interested Photo credit: Cornelius Holtorf 2002.
in their own version of archaeology; the issue is rather what these
popular concepts can tell the professionals about popular themes and
interests that they had better address themselves.

Jes
e

What Archaeologists Can Learn from Theme Parks

The American public historian Mike Wallace (1985:33) speculated in a
now-classic essay that Walt Disney may have taught people more history
through his theme parks, in a more memorable way, than they ever
learned in school. A similar statement could be made about visitors to Las
Vegas. The German anthropologist Gottfried Korff (1994:223-226) sug-
gested that Disneyland could serve as a model for successful museum
didactics—precisely because it informs visitors only discreetly, casually,
and in an entertaining way. However, scrutinizing the kind of “history”
people learn in themed environments may not always lead to results that
at first seem very commendable. They may indeed be able to convey to
visitors a kind of historical consciousness, but they do this by referring to
a past that never happened. Disneyfied history, for example, improves the
past and represents what history should have been like. It celebrates
America, technological progress, and nostalgic memory. It hides wars,
political and social conflicts, and human misery (Fjellman 1992:Chapter 4; |
Wallace 1985). Such history is false inasmuch as it is highly selective and
simplistic rather than balanced and suitably complex, celebratory rather
than critical, playful rather than serious, and profit-oriented rather than
educational (Figure 3).

It is easy to list the flaws and inaccuracies of historical representations in

themed environments, and honorable to try and correct them. But it is bt iz 55-, .

often conveniently forgotten that, arguably, traditionally taught history is #ﬂ - Iﬁ' A A

false too. False in that all accounts of the past are constructed in the pres- J . e bl

ent and to some extent invented (Holtorf 2005:Chapter 1). False in that his- Figure 3: Encountering the real Caesar outside Caesars Palace,
torical curricula are necessarily selective and often carry politically motivat- Las Vegas. Photo credit: Cornelius Holtorf 2001.

8 The SAA Archaeological Record « MaY 2007
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ed agendas. False in that many national histories are celebratory and not at
all suitably critical about certain questions. False in that the content of both
academic publications and textbooks are heavily influenced by commercial
interests of large publishers. False in that a range of social factors influ-
ences what gets