
Society for California Silrrluuology 

NEWSLETTER 

The 21 st Annual Meeting of the Society for Cal
ifornia Archaeology, held in Fresno last month, 
was quite successful. The local arrangements 
.were handled by Gregory Greenway, the program 
by Scott L. Carpenter and Laura A Kim, and the 
host institutions were the Sierra National Forest, 
Yosemite National Park, and the Fresno County 
Archaeological Society. 

In addition to approximately 125 presentations, 
organized within 16 symposia, there was also an 
exciting banquet and award ceremony (see below). 
Dr. Edward C. Krupp, of the Griffith Observatory 
in Los Angeles was the keynote speaker. Dr. 
Krupp spoke on ancient astronomy as practiced by 
the California Indians. 

.The symposia, with the chairs and/or organiz
ers, were as follows: 

• 	 Recent Developments in Sierran Prehistory, 
John Holson and Michael J. Moratto 

• 	 Comments on Current Archaeological Method 
and Theory, Joseph L. Chartkoff' 

• 	 Managing the Past: Planning for the Future 
III, Michael Boynton and Sonia Tamez 

• 	 Northern and Southern Coast Regions, Dean 
Gaumer 

• 	 The Dirt, the Questions and the Passion: A 
Regional View of Archaeological and Ethno
graphic Research in the Sierra, Scott L. Car
penter 

• 	 Middle Period Archaeology of the San Fran
cisco Bay Area, Bob Cartier 

• 	 Current Research in the Late Prehistoric Ar
chaeology of the San Diego Region, Susan M. 
Hector 

• 	 Archaeological Research Projects Sponsored 

by the California Department of Transporta
tion, Valerie A. Levulett 


• 	 Preliminary Results of Studies of the CA
VEN-110 Mortuary Complex, Point Mugu, L. 

Mark Raab 


• 	 Trends in Obsidian Studies in Central and 
. .,-~

Northern California, David A Fredrickson 
• 	 Archaeological Studies in Northern Califor

nia, Frank E. Bayham and Dwight D. Si
mons 


• 	 Boundaries and Settlement Patterns for 

Northern Maidu, Charles D. James III 


• 	 Northeastern California Prehistory, Elena 
R. 	 Nilsson 

• 	 Law, Public Policies, and the Management of 

Cultural Resources, Robert Laidlaw 


• 	 Mojave Desert Prehistory, Mark Q. Sutton 

and Claude N. Warren 


• 	 Central and Central Coast Regions in Cali
fornia Archaeology, Richard Fitzgerald 


The results of the annual elections were 
announced, and the new officers are: 

SCA Officers, 1987-1988 

President Susan M. Hector 
President-Elect Michael A Glassow 
Past President Mark Raab 
Northern VP Glenn Farris 
Southern VP John Parker 

. Secretary Gail Carpenter-Broeker 
Treasurer Jane Gothold 
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(NEPA) impact analyses. At San Diego State, we 
developed an archive of reports, recorded sites, and 
organized the laboratory collections. 

There was no money in archaeology back in 
those days. We worked odd jobs in the evenings to 
pay for school and underwrite our passions ... it still 
works that way for me. 

Back in 1967, UCLA had tested CA-SDI-777, and 
Fritz Riddell had sent one of his memos, for which 
he was well loved in State agencies, to State High
ways urging salvage. They donated $9,000 to. the 
San Diego State Foundation and Paul Ezell hued 
me at $3.25 an hour to camp on site for two months 
and supervise a crew of students. That site was dug 
using the "black bag" research design-not pre
dicting what you would learn until afterwards. 
Unfortunately there were no copy machines 
available on site, and the report has been lost for 16 
years at San Diego State. The collection, field 
notes, and negatives remain at San Diego State. 

We learned many lessons in those early days, 
and Tom King went on to publish an article in 
American Antiquity concerning research de
signs. The concept of researching and stating hy

1>otheses to be tested by field strategies prior to exca
vation was, believe it or not, not common prior to 
the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970. 
During 1972, the District Clearinghouse was hired 
by Theodore J. Wirth & Associates to produce a 
feasibility study on the potential impact of a utility 
line in the City of Carlsbad. Tom King was pump
ing memos about California at an astounding rate 
urging planned research prior to field work and 
the resultant product for Wirth was a survey, 
record search, and synthesis of the published liter
ature. It was used as a model for the 1972 survey of 
State Highway 86, where $300 was used to fund 
enough pancakes, spaghetti, and beer to keep a crew 
of 55 volunteers alive on a 20-mile forced march 
through the Colorado Desert. 

The now-famous California "archaeo-politics" 
developed in the early 1970s and I was one of the 
participants. Issues involved "situational ethics," 
personality clashes and assassinations, and the 
lure of BIG BUCKS. To career students, part-time 
waiters and dishwashers, consulting fees of $25 an 
hour ~hanged the course of archaeology in 
California for all time. SCA leaders were better 
trained in California law and NEPA impact as
sessments than anyone else responding to the need 
to conduct field work. 

The District Clearinghouse roles placed us in 
every government agency within 100 miles, and 
soon we were on advisory committees, commis
sions, and were common fixtures in planning of

fices. Armed with SCA publications on Ar
chaeology in Government (Charles Rozaire 1969), 
The Statu8 of California Archaeology (Michael J. 
Moratto 1973), and Tom King's interpretations of 
the Friends of Mammoth decision, we bluffed our 
way through city councils, boards of supervisors, 
and other decision-making bodies with the convic
tion that God willed archaeology to be preserved. 

In 1972 I succumbed to the lure ofimpletnenting 
what I had learned through the consulting 
business, and hung my shingle with David D. 
'Smith & Associates. This experience introduced 
me to the horrors of "conflict of interest," contract 
restrictions which limited my freedom of profes
sional communication, the care and feeding of dig 
crews, affirmative action, safety rules in trenches . 
and deep pits, and budgets. Constant comm~Dlca-
tion with SCA officers and colleagues establIshed 
standards for these problems. But there was al
ways the problem that agencies failed to make 
sound decisions concerning archaeology. 

Past Recipients of the M. R. Harrington 
Award for Conservation Archaeology 

1979 Fritz Riddell 
1980 Pacific Coast Archaeological Society 
1981 Frank Latta 
1982 Jay Von Werlhof 
1983 Tom F. King 
1984 Donald S. Miller 
1985 
1986 Michael J. Moratto and William Seidel 
1987 Ronald V. May 

The summer of 1973 was pivotal in my career. 
Paul Ezell gave me another shot at a Kumeyaay 
site on Interstate 8 which had been missed by UCLA 
in 1967 but discovered by a USFS paraprofessional. 
Construction was stopped while the site was 
salvaged. Hired at a better rate, I tested the site and 
prepared a research design concerning the intro
duction and implication of pottery in the Laguna 
Mountains. With a $46,000 budget and a crew of 55 
"archaeolywogs1," I supervised the first truly large 
salvage excavation in the county. The mar on an 
otherwise perfect summer was the discovery of a 
human cremation and my poor handling of Indian 
politics ... and then my crew. It was there that I met 
the California Indian community, buried a 
skeletal collection, and was introduced to the world 
that confronts the SCA today. 

. ,1 A term coined by Davy in 1968 to characterize 
aspiring undergraduate archaeologists. 
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL NEWS AND VIEWS 


EdiTORiAL: NOTE ON TltE STATE 

HisTORicAL RESOURCES 

COMMissioN MEETiNG 


by Jim Williams 

The status of the State Comprehensive Heritage 
Resources Management Plan was among the re
ports the Office of Historic Preservation staff made 
to the State Historic Resources Commission during 
its February 6th meeting at Fort Mason in San 
Francisco. Once again, the report revealed, in this 
observer's opinion, OHP's laggard efforts to meet 
the legislative mandate placed on the office by 
SB1252 two years ago. 

Rather than building on the work, largely vol
unteer, which has been accomplished on the State 
Plan over the past two years, OHP has decided to 
move in another direction. It reported, as it did at 
the SHRC meeting in November, that it received 
comment on the Santa Barbara Plan from only 34 
respondents, who generally were not supportive of 
the management/implementation component. The 
only support for the plan seems to be for the prehis
toric archaeology component. OHP had no sum
mary of respondents' comments to share with the 
Commission, and further review of the draft plan 
comments will not take place until the August State 
Plan Task Force meeting. 

The bulk of OHP's report on the State Plan fo
cused not on helping local governments meet fed
eral and state resource protection requirements but 
on a new effort which seems to be of greater interest 
to OHP staff: developing plans for programmatic 
treatment of specific resource types. Drawing on 
work largely done by the forest Service (i.e., sur
veys of fire lookout towers, railroad logging sites, 
and administrative structures), OHP patted itself 
on the back for taking a programmatic approach in 
cooperation with agencies such as the Forest Ser
vice, the effect of which shifts emphasis away from 
considering National Register eligibility on a 
case-by-case basis. Furthermore, OHP seems to be 
very interested in developing a general regulatory 
structure in cooperation with the National 
Advisory Committee on Historic Preservation. It 
reported great interest in the new Section 106 provi
sions which might allow substituting a state regu
latory structure for that developed by the Advisory 
Committee. 

While most CCPH members would probably 
agree that programmatic treatment of specific re

source types can be an important element of Cali
fornia's Comprehensive Heritage Resources 
Management Plan, this observer feels such an 
approach should not take precedent over developing 
a plan which is flexible enough for use by all cities 
and counties. Yet, scuttling, or at least delaying 
indefinitely, a general state plan seems to be just 
.what OHP is pursuing. 

[Reprinted from California History Action, pub
lished by the California Committee for the Promo
tion of History, Vol. 5, No.2, Spring 1987.] 

TWELfTlt ANNUAL STATE 

PRESERVATioN CONfERENCE 

I write to remind you that the Society for Cali

fornia Archaeology is a co-sponsor of the Twelfth 
Annual State Preservation Conference to be held 
this year at the Hotel del Coronado, June 4-7,1987, 
in Coronado, California. For the first time in its 12 
year history, the Conference will have archaeology 
as one of its major emphases, with four sessions of 
90 minutes each dedicated to archaeological topics. 
I'm sure that the varied sessions will be of interest 
not only to preservationists but also to archaeo
logists. 

On Friday, June 5, Robert Jackson and Wil
liam Seidel from the State Office of Historic 
Preservation, together with the undersigned, will 
discuss archaeology and its legal framework. The 
session on "digging the city," organized by Adrian 
Praetzellis of the University of California, Berke
ley, will include presentations by Adrian, Marley 
Brown of Virginia's Colonial Williamsburg, and 
Paul Chace, past SCA president. The San Diego 
session, organized by Susan Hector of RECON in 
San Diego, will include presentations by Susan, 
Ron May, archaeologist with San Diego County, 
Marty Rosen, archaeologist with District 11 of Cal
Trans, and Charles Bull, also of RECON. The 
Saturday session will focus on underwater 
archaeology and will feature presentations by John 
Foster of the Department of Parks and Recreation, 
and James Delgado of the National Park Service. 

I'm sure that sessions organized by other co
sponsors, including the Association for Preserva
tion Technology and the California Main Street 
Program, will also be of interest to archaeologists. 

The Hotel del Coronado is an especially appro
priate place for the Preservation Conference to be 
held because of its historic importance. The hotel 
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has offered the Conference a significant reduction 
in rates that allows rooms to be booked for $80 per 
night, either single or double occupancy. Because 
only 150 rooms are reserved for the Conference, it 
is important to make your reservations early to 
avoid missing a rare opportunity to stay at a note
worthy hotel during an exciting conference. 

I hope to see you there. 

Dave Fredrickson 

SCA EXECUTivE BOARd 

MEETiNGS SET 


SCA President Susan Hector has set Executive 
Board meetings for the following dates: 

June 20, 1987 January 16, 1988 
October 10,1987 March 24, 1988 

Because most board members live in Southern 
California, most meetings will be in the south, pos
sibly at UCLA. The March 24, 1988 meeting will be 
in Redding during the Annual Meetings. Also, a 
meeting may be scheduled with the Southern Data 
Sharing Meetings. Contact Susan or any of the 
other officers for details. 

GRANTS fOR ARCIiAEOloGicAl 

FiELd WORk AVAiLAbLE 


Funding for excavations and surveys is avail
able to researchers connected with a University or 
Institution. The researcher must be willing to use 
volunteers and apply one year in advance. Write 
for guidelines to: Foundation for Field Research, 
787 South Grade Road, Alpine, CA 92001. 

You Too CAN DiG 

SCOTTS VAllEY 


A second "mass exposure" will take place on 
Memorial Day weekend at the Scotts Valley City 
Hall Site (CA-SCR-l77). Memorial Day 1983 saw 
about 200 people take part in three days ofvolunteer 

excavations. Findings included a crescent and 
several dates at or greater than 7,000 B.P. This 
year, additional excavation is planned to recover 
data to be destroyed by construction, and to provide 
additional data on three radiocarbon samples be
tween 8720 and 12390 B.P. Volunteers are welcome 
between May 23 and May 25,1987. Contact: 

-Charlene Detlefs, Scotts Valley Historical Soci
ety, at (415) 967-9449 home or (415) 966-3769 work. 

-Bonnie Keeshan, Santa Cruz Archaeological So
ciety, at (408) 423-7847 (evenings). 

,-Bob Cartier, project archaeologist, at (408) 295
1373 work. 

FREE Rock ART FiEld Scliool 
In cooperation with the Bureau of Land Man

agement, the American Rock Art Research Asso
ciation (ARARA) will be conducting a field school 
at Billy Goat site near Mt. Trumbo, north of the 
Grand Canyon, Arizona, from July 13 through Au
gust 7, 1987. Participants may register for 1, 2, 3, or 
4 weeks. 

While the field school is free, the living and 
working conditions will be arduous. The campsite 
has no water, electricity, or sewage hookups; re
searchers will be climbing over, around, and 
looking under hundreds of tumbled boulders; 
photographers will be fighting sun, shade, trees, 
and bushes; artists will spend long hours sitting on 
sharp boulders under the summer sun; and worst 
yet, the nearest grocery store (and presumably 
nearest source of cold beer) is in Colorado City 50 
miles away! 

If this project goes well, ARARA anticipates 
conducting field schools each summer. If you are 
interested in this outstanding vacation opportunity 
please contact: 

Dr. Frank Bock 
ARARA Field School 
P.O. Box 1539 
El Toro, CA 92630 

HISTORICAL ARCHAEOLOGY 

on the methods of historical archaeology. TheARCIiAEOLoGicAL FiEld ScliooL 
course includes lectures, excavations, and laboraAT MissiON SAN ANTONio... tory analysis of the communal kitchen used by 

Robert L. Hoover has announced another sea 1,300 Indian neophytes at San Antonio. Contact Dr. 
son at Mission San Antonio. Dates are from June Hoover at Department of Anthropology, Cal Poly, 
15 through July 24,1987. Attention will be focused . San Luis Obispo, CA 93401 or phone (805) 546-2260. 
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•••ANd AT MissioN SANTA CLARA 
David R. Huelsbeck has announced a field 

school at Mission Santa Clara from June 23 until 
August 1, 1987. This season's work will concen
trate on the third mission site, which dates from the 
late 18th and early 19th centuries. Also present in 
the area are deposits related to a late 19th and early 
20th century Italian neighborhood. The class will 
stress the integration of field work and analysis. 
Contact Dr. Huelsbeck at Department of Anthro
pology, Santa Clara University, Santa Clara, CA 
95053. 

PAuL SChUMAChER RETiRES 
After 20 years of gathering and editing the 

news on historical archaeology for the SCA 
Newsletter. Paul Schumacher is turning the reins 
over to Glenn J. Farris, with the Department of 
Parks and Recreation in Sacramento. We will 
miss Paul's input greatly, as he has probably been 
the single largest contributor to the Newsletter dur
ing this period. We extend our thanks and the 
thanks of 20 years of Newsletter editors. 

EXCAVATioN of OLdEST Ship
WRECk iN WESTERN U.S. 

The oldest shipwreck in the western United 
States may soon be excavated by Robert Marx of 
SateIlite Beach. Florida after procedures are 
developed by the OHP and other governmental 
agencies. 

Marx, representing Phoenician South Seas 
Treasures, Ltd.. a group of Canadian investors, 
and acting under another fictitious business name. 
Pacific Maritime Salvage, is simultaneously 
seeking both ownership of, and government per
mits to excavate the remains of the Spanish galleon 
San Agustin. submerged under Drake's Bay for 
almost four centuries. 

In November of 1595. the 80-foot galleon was 
returning to Acupulco from Manila carrying 130 
tons of cargo, including a large consignment of 
Ming porcelain. Captain Sebastian Rodrigues 
Cermenho was searching the California coast for a 
suitable harbor in which to anchor for repairs. 
Cermenho entered Drake's Bay just north of San 
Francisco. repaired his ship. and with most of the 
crew, left to explore the area and trade with the local 
Indians. With only a few men on watch aboard the 
San Agustin, the galleon floundered helplessly in 
a sudden squaB. snapped the anchor chains, and 
finally sank. 

Some indication that the San Agustin still lies 
where it sank 392 years ago turned up during the 
National Park Service's Electronic Survey of 
Drake's Bay and Point Reyes. Although equip
ment located over 50 large objects buried in the 
ocean floor, only a few seemed worthy of further 
investigation, and none were verified. 

Presumably using this information, Marx as
serts he will recover enough of the San Agustin to 
build a full-sized replica Spanish galleon to sail to 
the Philippines. He speculates he will also find 
"priceless Ming Dynasty porcelain" and chests of 
treasure possibly worth more than that of the 
Atocha, recovered off Florida in 1985 and valued at 
over $300 million. While it is questionable that the 
San Agustin was transporting significant quanti
ties of gold, silver, or jewels when it sank, there is 
no doubt that its true value is as an historic resource 
of unequalled importance to California, the United 
States, and the world. 

On February 18, 1986, the National Park Ser
vice responded to Marx's request for an archaeo
logical permit under the provisions of the Archaeo
logical Resources Protection Act. He was sent an 
application and informed he would need permits 
from the California State Lands Commission. 
which controls the seabed, and from the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration which 
administers the National Marine Sanctuary in 
which Marx claims the San Agustin lies. 

Exactly one month later. Pacific Maritime 
Salvage filed a lawsuit in federal district court in 
San Francisco. The suit demanded exclusive title 
to the San Agustin, based on a "first finder" asser
tion. Citing the case of Mel Fisher's discovery of 
the Nuestra Senora de AtOCha'8 treasure lost off 
Florida in 1622 as legal precedent. Marx's firm 
demands the court grant it. under admiralty ar
rest, possession of and legal title to the "aban
doned" San Agustin. 

Florida's Atocha case differs in two important 
respects from California's San Agustin case. 
First, Fisher claimed treasure he had already ex
cavated which was being held by the State of Flori
da. Second, the Atocha rested in international wa
ters and was not subject to government restric
tions. The San Agustin is on state land and may 
lie within a National Park. possibly under the 
stewardship of three federal agencies. 

In early April the Admiralty Court dismissed 
Marx's case. As a result he will be required to ob
tain permits from the State Lands Commission and 
either the National Park Service or the National 

. Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration. This 
decision means that the OHP will be involved in 
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the salvage of the San Agustin. The OHP is chair
ing a committee to draft (1) a Memorandum of 
Agreement for the San Agustin salvage, and (2) a 
ge~eral statement regarding maritime policy 
which the State Lands Commission will then adopt. 

California Office of Historic Preservation 
Newsletter, Vol. 2, No.2, May 1987 

FORT GUijARROS MUSEUM 
FOUNdATioN CItANGES 

For those SCA members who have followed the 
growth of the organization surrounding the annual 
summer excavations of the 1796 Spanish fort in San 
Diego, new developments are in the winds. The 
Foundation is moving closer to the dream of a mu
seum with a quarterly publication, new address, 
and reorganization in the Board of Directors. The 
1987 Research Design will also be available on re
quest for $3.50 copying and handling. 

The new address is P.O. Box 231500, San Diego, 
CA 92123, and messages may be left at (619) 294
3262 on a 24-hour basis. Historians, geographers, 
and archaeologists working on topics related to 
Spain, Mexico, American Maritime (1858-1886), 
and U.S. Army Coast Artillery (1898-1956) should 
correspond with the Foundation. 

The msjor change in direction is the Fort Gui
jarros Quarterly, which is a slick hybrid of news
letter and formal joumal. The focus will be non
referenced reports on research surrounding the 
Spanish Fort on Pt. Loma and its associated histo
ries on Ballast Point. To educate subscribers and 
Foundation members on the relevancy of the re
search imdings, the editors have written scholars 
all around the country inviting comment, reports, 
and technical notes on other research conceming 
the key periods. 

............. 
----.---~ ~--

The earliest period would be protohistoric when 
local Indian groups were in contact with Spanish 
colonists. Indian artifacts on Ballast Point do not 
reflect much acculturation, but are very much 
associated with Spanish artifacts. Spain built the 
fort in 1796 and relinquished authority to the 
Mexican Army in 1822. Mexico decommissioned 
the fort in 1835. Whalers and Chinese fisherfolks 
used Ballast Point from 1858 to 1886. Finally, all 
civilians were evicted in 1896 and Fort Rosecrans 
operated the Point until the end of the Korean War. 

SCA members wishing to obtain copies of the 
.Quarterly can get them at $3.50 each, or subscribe at 
$12.00 a year. The Foundation hopes to establish an 
information clearinghouse on the topical periods. 

Ronald V. May 
March 2, 1987 

fi 
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Illustrations on this page are from the Fort 
Guijarros Quarterly, Vol. 1, No.1, Spring 1987. 
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'and increasing loss of sacred sites; however, parDECisioN ISSUEd iN 
ticular religious practices are not implicated in CA-VEN-ll0 LEGAl CASE this particular case. 

In December, 1986, the Coastal Band of the 
Chumash Nation, Southern Council of the 
Chumash Nation, and a number of individuals, 
petitioned the U.S. District Court, Central District 
of California for damages, declaratory and in
junctive relief. Because of the pertinence of this 
decision, the conclusion is quoted here in its en
tirety (No. CV 86-7979 PAR, pp. 24-26): 

CONCWSION 

Weighing the plaintiffs' interests in preserv
ing intact sacred burial grounds against the facts 
that no use of Ca Ven 11 0 has been made for any 
specific religious practice, there are available and 
accessible numerous other sites which are used for 
religious purposes in the Santa BarbaraIVentura 
area, recognized organizations of Native Ameri
cans concur in the proposed solution to the potential 
loss of the Ca Ven remains, and the importance of 
the public interest in mitigating damage to a site of 
historic and cultural significance and in main
taining adequate flood control measures convinces 
the Court that the preliminary injunction must be 
denied. 

The governmental action underway does not 
create an impermissible burden on the exercise of 
religion: Ca Ven 110 lacks centrality and indis
pensability, and worship at the particular location 
is not inseparable from the Chumash way of life or 
a cornerstone of their religious observance. 
Plaintiffs' overarching concern, surely a serious 
and significant one, is related to the continuing 

Even if there were some question whether the 
action to be taken burdens the exercise of plaintiffs' 
religion, compelling reasons exist for govern
mental action. To preserve the remains from fur
ther vandalism and erosion, and to protect the pub
lic safety by completing work on the flood control 
channel are legitimate and important government 
interests. 

Finally, the permit process which has been un
dertaken over a decade has been informed by the 
then-existing recognized organizations of Native 
Americans, and by archaeological advice of con
siderable stature. Various options have been con
sidered and evaluated. Plaintiffs have had input, 
though not a vote. As a result a decision has been 
reached. Although not a happy one for any of the 
interested parties, it represents a good faith, mutual 
effort by concerned parties and private entities to 
make the best of a bad situation. What they have 
done, and how they have done it, does not appear to 
be inconsistent with any clear body of beliefs or 
governing federal law. Accordingly, the request 
for preliminary injunction is denied. 

December 24, 1986 

Pamela Ann Rymer 
United States District Judge 

Copies of the complete decision are available from 
Coyote Press for $1.50 plus $0.50 mailing and 
handling. See address on inside of back cover. 

RENEWAL NOTICE 

Ifyou have not yet renewed your SCA membership, for 1988 now is the time! Check the mailing label on 


this issue for the expiration date. Ifyou have not yet renewed, please take a moment to do so. 

Rates are $15.00 regular and institutional, $7.00 student and senior, $100.00 contributinl, 


and $175.00 for a life membership. Please send your check to: 


Society for California Archaeology Business Office 

Department of Anthropology 

California State University 


Fullerton, CA 92634 
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litE BLEAk ANd TItE GRAY: 
CRiTicAL ISSUES of PublicATioN 
ANd SCItOLARSltip iN CAlifoRNiA 

ARCItAEOLoGY 
Joseph L. Chartkoffl 

In a 1984 review of the current state of archae
ology in California, Thomas N. Layton noted the 
growth of what he called the "gray literature"- un
published archaeological reports, usually prepared 
for contract fulfillment, which were reproduced in 
low numbers and had limited circulation (Layton 
1984). His comments were made with reference to 
Michael J. Moratto's then-new book, California 
Archaeology, which made extensive use of this 
"gray literature" (Moratto 1984). Layton noted with 
praise that Moratto had served his fellow 
archaeologists well by bringing together much 
hard-to-find material and integrating it into an 
interpretive whole. 

Layton has since noted in conversation that with 
the growth of this "gray literature", it is no longer 
possible for archaeologists to write accurate, up-to
date summaries of the state of knowledge about 
California archaeology based on published 
literature alone (Thomas N. Layton, personal 
communication, Santa Rosa, 1986). California 
archaeologists have long been aware of the need for 
researchers to gain acces~ to unpublished material, 
as well as the considerable difficulty in doing so. 
One response was the creation of regional 
clearinghouses, in which contract reports and 
similar unpublished but needed material could ~ 
placed in archives for retrieval by other 
researchers. 

The clearinghouse system has worked, to some 
extent, to help archaeologists in the state find and 
use unpublished materials. The growth of the "gray 
literature", however, poses some formidable 
problems for scholarship today and in the future 
which the clearinghouse system is incapable of re
solving. In my view, these problems threaten the 
intellectual integrity of archaeology in the state. I 
think these problems are not being perceived very 
widely, much less addressed. The purpose of this 
paper is to articulate the problems and their signif
icance, and to suggest possible directions for re
sponse. 

1 Presented at the 1987 Annual Meetings of the 
Society for California Archaeology, Fresno. 

Problems of "Gray Literature" 
for Scholarship 

Of all the problems associated with the prolif
eration of unpublished reports, the most serious ones 
for scholarship concern information flow and 
information loss. In terms of information flow, the 
confinement of archaeological research results to 
unpublished reports drastically reduces the spread 
of information to other researchers. In terms of 
information loss, the failure to publish results of 
archaeological research raises exponentially the 
probabilities that large amounts of research 
findings will be lost to future generations. Let me 
discuss these problems in tum. 

Intellectual progress in archaeology depends on 
the flow of information among researchers. This 
flow is necessary to allow many kinds of in
tellectual advances to occur: for cross-cultural, 
cross-temporal and multi-site comparisons, for the 
development of new syntheses, models and in
tegrations, for the formation of new explanations, 
regularities and nomic generations, and for the 
testing of ideas with new data. Ability to make 
progress in all these respects is directly dependent 
not just on the existence of information flow, but its 
volume: progress is proportional to access to in
formation. 

Traditionally, the need for access to informa
tion has been met through publication. Published 
reports, even locally produced ones, typically are 
reproduced in hundreds of copies, if not thousands. 
Typically copies find their ways into many re
search libraries, particularly where archaeologists 
work in any numbers. When reports are published 
by institutions or businesses, information about 
available issues is broadcast widely. Those with 
research needs for access to the materials have both 
realistic means and opportunities to gain that 
access. 

As noted earlier, Layton has already observed 
the effects of curtailed information flow in our 
state's scholarly community. Although clearing
houses allow some access to unpublished literature, 
their use is proportional to distance to a large extent, 
and all parts of the state are not served equally in 
any event. Many unpublished reports do get placed 
in clearinghouses, but more importantly those who 
have access to the small and irregularly constituted 
circulation patterns for the limited numbers of 
unpublished manuscripts are the ones who have 
most regular access to the latest knowledge. 
Information tends to flow mainly through small 
and informal networks of association rather than 
through any large networks which give universal 
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and ready access to those with a need to know. As 
the amount of unpublished literature grows, that 
literature is less and less accessible to the broad 
community of scholars. Knowledge about what 
exists is limited and· unevenly distributed; 
knowledge of what lies in the existing reports is 
even more circumscribed. 

As unpublished literature grows, published lit
erature shrinks. Not only is there proportionally 
less being published, but what is published comes 
less and less to reflect current knowledge because it 
is less and less representative of the total range of 
research. This is a problem of systematic bias. 
Clearly this biasing effect is already significant in 
California. But California is not the limit of the 
scholarly community. 

The clearinghouse solution, although it is a 
partially adequate tactic for in-state archaeologists, 
is quite useless for archaeologists elsewhere. I have 
first-hand experience with the problem because I 
live in the Midwest. There, even the most important 
research libraries do not carry most of the 
publications in California archaeology, while the 
unpublished material is unobtainable even if 
scholars were infonned about what existed, where it 
was to be found, and how to get it, which they are not. 
What results is a picture of the state of knowledge of 
California archaeology that is far more inaccurate 
of biased than that in California. And for scholars 
in other countries, the situation is much worse than 
for those in the U.S. 

The need to infonn colleagues elsewhere is of
ten regarded as a scholarly courtesy, but it is far 
more than that. Many kinds of important anthro
pological scholarship require comparative data. 
California's system, whether by accident or intent, 
is systematically misinfonning as well as nonin
fonning researchers everywhere else. The hann 
done is to work done elsewhere that is in error be
cause it relies on incomplete and biased knowledge. 

The hann is suffered not only by scholars 
elsewhere, whose own work is flawed by our inac
tions, but also because we are deprived of the benefits 
of their advances which might help us. What might 
we learn about coastal adaptations, for example, if 
Soviet or Chilean archaeologists could compare our 
data with theirs in a systematic and accurate way? 
What might we learn about Gabrielino institutions 
if they could be compared with Hopewell and Adena 
based on what is really known about Gabrielino 
rather than what is available in the few published 
studies to reach Ohio? Theories which might 
enlighten our own work may never be developed 
because the needed infonnation is not available to 
the right scholars! 

The restriction in infonnation flow that results 
from nonpublication not only biases research ev
erywhere, to our own intellectual harm, but it 
provincializes California archaeology. Those of 
you who teach North American or World prehistory 
know well that California research plays little or no 
part in most textbooks. When California does 
appear, it is treated as an anomaly. The patterns of 
cultural evolution followed across the continent are 
not applied to California. We, more than anyone 
else, are to blame. by not participating in commu
nication and information exchange with the larger 
community of archaeologists, we make the archae
ology of our state less comprehensible and therefore 
trivial, to be treated as an anomaly or ignored 
altogether. We don't need to be the Rodney 
Dangerfields of world archaeology. 

The information flow problem has a temporal as 
well as a spatial dimension. If we are not in
fonning our colleagues of today, what will we do for 
our colleagues of the future? This questions is not 
one of scholarship, however, but also one of cultural 
resource management. We all know that ours is a 
destructive research-we destroy our data base by 
studying it. Once that happeM, all that remains is 
the record we have made of it. Those of us who have 
tried to study collections made by the WPA during 
the Depression know that all too often collections 
have been lost, records have been destroyed or 
discarded or misplaced. In spite of good intentions, 
in spite of Federal sponsorship, already much of 
what was done has been lost and can never be 
replaced. The Depression was only 50 years ago. 
How secure are today's unpublished reports going to 
be 50 years in the future? Or for that matter, 100 
years, or 200 years, or 500 years? 

We must think in those tenns because our gen
eration is rapidly destroying the earth's prehistoric 
archaeological record. For scholars of the future 
most of what will be left is what we record and pre
serve: there will be no second chance to resurrect 
that past. Infonnation theory and evolutionary 
theory both predict very clearly what will happen to 
unpublished reports. Because they are usually 
made in tiny numbers, because they are distributed 
narrowly and irregularly, when they are viewed 
collectively we can predict what will happen to them 
statistically. As time goes by, some copies of most 
reports will be lost to varieties of stochastic events. 
Most copies of some reports will be lost. All copies of 
some reports will be lost. There is no way of 
knowing which reports will be wholly lost, how 
many or what percentage of the total, but it will 
probably be very high. The fewer copies of a report 

. that exist, the more likely that the remainders will 
be unavailable to scholars that need them. Archae
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ologists of the future will have even more inaccurate 
and biased understandings than foreign 
archaeologists do today, because at least most of 
today's gaps in knowledge are potentially cor
rectable. Once all copies of a rare report are lost, 
correction is impossible. 

We archaeologists pride ourselves on being 
stewards of the past. We call for archaeological 
management of archaeological resources because of 
our presumed competence and ethics. The "gray 
literature" problem, however, suggests that we are 
not managing our responsibilities very well-not 
nearly as well as we could be. If our actions today, 
or our knowledgeable inactions, result in the eter
nal loss of significant portions of the archaeological 
record, what sort of stewards are we? I suggest to you 
that California archaeology is developing an 
information crisis of massive proportions, and that 
it is a crisis of both scholarly ethics and the ethics of 
stewardship. 

How big a crisis is it? Tables 2-5 at the end of 
this paper document some cases. From 70% to 90% 
or more of recent literature on California archae
ology goes unpublished. That is a bias that is sys
tematic, pervasive, and frightening. 

Possible Corrective Steps 

The growth of the "gray lite~!~ure" is not some
body's fault. It is the result of systematic actions in 
which overworked, underfunded .individuals have 
been rewarded for not publishing and punished in 
various ways for trying to publish. The problem is 
not easily corrected, but it can be corrected or at least 
greatly reduced-but collective, decisive action is 
needed. 

The first step must be the development of a col
lective resolve among California archaeologists 
that publication of research results in some widely 
accessible form is not just a goal but an absolute 
necessity. We can determine that contracts which 
do not provide both the requirement for publication 
of relevant results in scholarly forums and the 
funded support for writing time and publication 
costs are unacceptable in terms of minimum pro
fessional standards. Contracting agencies can be 
persuaded to refuse to let contracts to organizations 
which have failed to publish their previous work. 

Beyond that, forums for publication must be de
veloped, both commercially and with institutional 
support. Ideally, we should have a small number of 
publications which publish large numbers of reports 
each, so that information flow within-state, 
nationally, and internationally can be maximized. 
Such journals can be produced in large numbers 

each, and spread widely around the world to 
maximize access today and survival in the future. 

Even better local systems, such as the resurrec
tion of the Society for California Archaeology's 
Robert E. Schenk Archives of California Archaeol
ogy would be an improvement over the clearing
houses because the Archives system, when properly 
run, informs scholars widely of the contents of its 
holdings and provides those with the need to know 
the means to obtain manuseripts.2 

We must also make much greater use of exist
ing publications, which we can do without major 
new funding as a matter of scholarly obligation. As 
Table 5 shows, the hemisphere's most important 
archaeological journal carries little about Califor
nia, and what it does carry is highly nonrepresen
tative. 

The most important point, however, is that as 
scholars and as stewards we have serious ethical 
and intellectual responsibilities to preserve 
knowledge and adequate flow of information. Col
lectively we are not meeting those responsibilities 
nearly as well as they must be met. We simply 
must do better. 
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Table 1. Some axiomatic relationships concerning 
the flow and preservation of information in Cali
fornia archaeology. 

1. 	 All else being equal, research quality varies 
directly with the proportion of archaeological 
research that is formally published. 

2. 	 All else being equal, the ability to synthesize 
California archaeological research varies di
rectly with the proportion of writing that is pub
lished. 

3. 	 All else being equal, the ability to do cross-cul
tural analysis involving California archaeol
ogy varies directly with the proportion of writing 
that is published. 

4. 	 All else being equal, the probability that all 
copies of an unpublished manuscript will be lost 
over time varies inversely with the number of 
copies made. 

5. 	 All else being equal, the probability that all 
copies of an unpublished manuscript will be lost 
varies inversely with the degree of dispersal of 
the copies of the manuscript. 

6. 	 All else being equal, the probability that all of 
any set of relevant papers will be consulted by a 
scholar doing research in that subject is in
versely related to the number of sources in 
which those papers appear. 

7. 	 All else being equal, there is an inverse rela
tionship between the amount of money, energy, 
and time necessary for search and retrieval 
necessary to acquire literature in research. 
Given relative inelasticity in time, effort, and 
money costs, productivity will decline as ac
quisition costs rise. 

Table 2. Proportions of published and unpublished 
literature produced 1973-1983 cited in Moratto (1984). 
Date Published Unpublished Total 

No. Percent No. Percent 
1973 38 59 26 41 64 
1974 53 57 40 48 93 
1975 37 53 33 47 70 
1976 31 43 41 57 72 
1977 41 48 44 52 85 
1978 87 68 42 32 129 
1979 44 57 34 43 78 
1980 24 41 34 59 58 
1981 15 27 40 73 55 
1982 11 44 14 56 25 
1983 2 23 7 77 9 
n.d. recent 2 17 10 83 12 
Totals 385 51 365 49 750 

Table 3. Proportions of published and unpublished 
references to California archaeology produced 1973
1984 cited in Eidsness (1985). 

Date Published Unpublished Total 
No. Percent No. Percent 

1973 0 0 2 100 2 
1974 3 60 2 40 5 
1975 2 67 1 33 3 
1976 1 17 5 83 6 
1977 2 33 4 67 6 
1978 2 100 0 0 2 
1979 2 33 4 67 6 
1980 1 17 5 83 6 
1981 2 29 5 71 7 
1982 5 18 13 72 18 
1983 1 6 17 94 18 
1984 7 33 14 67 21 
D.d. mS:!mt 0 0 1 100 1 
Totals 28 27.7 73 72.3 101 

Table 4. Proportions of published and unpublished 
references to California archaeology produced be
tween 1972 and 1983 cited in Goldberg and Moratto 
(1983). 

Date Published Unpublished Total 
No. Percent No. Percent 

1972 0 0 1 100 1 
1973 0 0 2 100 2 
1974 0 0 5 100 5 
1975 1 100 0 0 1 
1976 1 10 9 90 10 
1977 0 0 2 100 2 
1978 3 60 2 40 5 
1979 1 50 1 50 2 
1980 0 0 0 
1981 3 43 4 57 7 
1982 2 25 6 75 8 
1983 0 0 5 100 5 
D.d. r~~!mt 2 lW 0 0 2 
Totals 13 27.7 73 72.3 50 
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Table 5. Proportions of. articles featuring Califor
nia archaeology appearing in American Antiquity 
1975-1985. 

Date . Articles Res. Reports 
Total Calif. Total Calif. 

1975 12 2 26 0 
1976 13 0 29 1 
1977 19 1 25 1 
1978 28 0 32 2 
1979 19 0 33 3 
1980 17 0 31 1 
1981 26 0 24 0 
1982 14 1 19 0 
1983 17 1 17 0 
1984 19 0 23 1 
1985 42 0 13 2 
Totals 226 5* 272 11** 

Date Comments Current Research 
Total Calif. Notes on Calif. 

1975 16 0 3 
1976 11 0 19 
1977 9 0 0 
1978 14 1 14 
1979 34 7 0 
1980 32 0 8 
1981 26 4 5 
1982 26 0 10 
1983 27 3 17 
1984 20 0 16 
11!85 11 0 15 
Totals 226 15*** 107**** 

* Of five major articles, three were on the Great 
Basin part of California and two were written by 
myself concerning northwestern California. 
** Of 11 research reports, eight dealt with Pale
oindian topics. 

*** Of 16 comments dealing with California, only 

one dealt with something other than Owens Valley 

or Paleoindian topics. 

**** The 107 research projects described here rep
resent between 1 % and 2% of the field projects actu
ally conducted in California during that period. 
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WIIAT CAN TilE SCA Do?? 

A MESSAGE fROM TilE 


PRESidENT 

Greetings to the Membership! As I write this, it 

has been less than one week since the Annual 
Meetings, but there is already something that I 
would like you to do. As pointed out by the above 
article, the need is critical. 

One of the topics discussed at my first Board 
Meeting as SCA President was the need to dissem
inate more information in the form of proceedings 
from the Annual Meetings. Other societies publish 
annual proceedings which include the contributions 
of the members, and reflect the commitment of the 
society to the discipline. I believe it would be a good 
idea to obtain papers from those who gave 
presentations at the Fresno meetings. I had nine 
papers in my symposium, all of which were valu
able contributions: over the next weeks, I will be 
asking these people to submit finished papers for the 
proceedings. I would be interested in hearing from 
the rest of you who presented papers in Fresno. I 
would particularly encourage symposium leaders to 
assemble collections. To speed production and the 
editing process, the papers need to be typed, on word 
processors, with discs available. Ultimately, we 
will be asking you for camera ready manuscripts, 
including figures and tables if any. The 
bibliographies need to be American Antiquity 
format. We are working on a style guide, but at this 
point just send me the papers or a card expressing 
your intent to do so. I know that there were over 100 
presentations at the meetings; get involved, and let 
your work be recognized. At the next Executive 
Board meeting we will assess the level of 
participation. I need to hear from authors by July 1 
if they want to be included in the volume. Send the 
material to me at RECON (address at end of 
Newsletter). 

Susan M. Hector, President 
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UpcOMiNG EVENTS 

can Rock Art Rese8rch Association, St. George, 
UT. Contact ARA::RA, P.O. Box 1539, EI Toro, 
CA 92630. . 

-May 23-25, 1987. Volunteer excavation at Scotts 
Valley City Hall, Scotts Valley, CA. See an
nouncement in this issue. 

-June 4-7, 1987. 12th Annual State Preservation 
Conference, Coronado, California. Contact 
California Preservation Foundation, 55 Sutter 
Street, San Francisco, CA 94104. (415) 527-7808. 
See announcement in this issue. [Note: the SCA 
is a co-sponsor of this year's conference.] 

-August 7, 1987. State Historical Resources 
Commission meeting, Benicia. 

-August 20-30, 1987. 16th Pacific Science 
Congress, Seoul, Korea. Contact Dr. Wong, 125 
Vassal Lane, Cambridge, MA 02138. 

-October 16-18, 1987. 3rd Annual California 
Indian Conference, Santa Barbara Museum of 

Natural History, Santa Barbara. Contact: John 
Johnson, Santa Barbara Museum of Natural 
History, 2559 Puesta del Sol, Santa Barbara, CA 
93105 or phone (805) 682-4711. 

-October 22-24,1987. 8th Annual Meeting of the 
California Committee for the Promotion of 
History, Murphys, CA. 

-November 6, 1987. State Historical Resources 
Commission meeting, Southern California (to 
be announced). 

-March 24-26, 1988. Society for Cali
fornia Archaeolo,y Annual Meetin" 
Reddin,. 

We need more items for this section. Please send 
information on meetings to Bill Seidel, the Cal
endar and Announcements Editor (address in
side). 
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