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pelViSors) include: 1 representative of timber. agri
culture or ranching. 1 representative of the MendOCi
no County Museums. 1 Native American. 1 profes
sional archaeologist. and 1 representative from the 
MendOCinO County Planning Department. The Com
mission has the duty of reviewing projects that may 

MendocIno County is a mountainous area. dOminat
ed by the redwood belt of the North Coast Ranges. 
and the rolling oak woodlands that surround the half 
dozen grassy interior valleys. The timber industry. 
ranching and agriculture have been the three leading 
land users for the past 130 years. Today. MendocIno 
County is faced with an acceleration of timber har
vesting and major subdIvisIon and land develop
ment. The various agencIes that regulate these 
ground disturbIng act1v1tIes. including MendocIno 
County Planning Department. have realized an in
crease in the number of archaeological reviews re
quIred. 

The Mendocino County ArchaeologIcal CommIssion 
was estabUshed 15 years ago to meet the resource 
protection needs of County-approved projects. The 
five Commissioners (appointed by the Board of Su

potentially impact archaeological resources. It is the 
responsibUity of the applicant to have a records 
check made at the Northwest InfonnaUon Center. 
Sonoma State UniverSity. An archaeological sUlVey 
may be required based on the Infonnation Center 
recommendation. and the appUcant's and Commis
sion's knowledge of the project area. 

SUlVeys are perfonned by professional archaeolo
g1sts. and the applicant is provided with a letter from 
the County explaining what to expect from the ar
chaeologists. The sUlVey results are presented to th(:; 
Archaeological Commission. and. if there are sites in
volved In the project area. recommendations are 
made for the protection of the site and incorporated 
into the tenns of project approval. Applicants are al
ways made aware of the possibility that a discovery 
could be made during operations and advised on 
(Continued on page 4) 

8pyrock Petroglyphs (MEN-1912). an example of the complexity of rock art motifs found in MendOCino 
County. The concentric circle figures could date to 1000 BC and are thought to be the oldest art style known 
for the northwest coast. Drawing by John Betts ©. 
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I want to share with you some discussions we had at the 
SCA Board and Business meetings. I want to go over 
some of what I heard from our members last week re
garding the SCA's role in the repatriation issue specifi
cally and our relationship to California Indians in 
general. I also want to talk about a larger role for SCA 
in the 1990's. 

Most of us on the Board initially voted against the origi
nal draft of a repatriation bill (AB 2577, introduced by 
Assemblyman Katz because we were focusing on some 
of the particular language we found troublesome in
stead of the larger principles embodied in the bill. The 
Board is reconsidering its position (see related article on 
page 17) in order to highlight our advocacy for Native 
American rights and collaborate in the drafting of legis
lation that many of us could support. 

Let me put the issue of repatriation in a larger context. 
Many institutions in California and elsewhere in the na
tion contain collections of Native American human re
mains, associated grave goods and other items of cere
monial, sacred or other cultural importance. There are 
a number of Federal and State bills and institutional 
policies that are currently proposed or have already 
been passed, that will result in the repatriation of cultu
rally important materials and burials. These bills are 
not anti-research or anti-archaeology; they are bills that 
affirm the rights of people to make decisions about the 
treatment of their ancestors-whether it be reburial or 
analysis or both. Federal agency policies are also shift
ing to give more· emphasis to the concerns of living de
scendants. Debate over decision-making authority re
garding the appropriate treatment and disposition of 
these materials is the most potentially devisive issue 
facing the Society for California Archaeology, an organi
zation with a membership that promotes both archaeo
logical research and Indian rights. 

For many Indians, lack of control over the materials in 
question continues a bitter history of past discrimina
tion, injustice, exploitation, and desecration. For ar
chaeologists and other researchers, loss of access to 
these materials may limit critical scientific study impor
tant to the public at large as well as to certain Indian 
populations. 

There are, however, many areas of agreement between 
the Society and Indian groups: 

1) Research and educational interpretation are impor
tant and need to be pursued in a culturally sensitive 
manner. 

2) Human remains, whether culturally identifiable or 
not, must at all times be treated with respect. 

(Continued on page 6) 

seA NEWSLETIER 24 (3) 2 MAY 1990 



1990-91 SCA Editors and 
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Newsletter editors: 
managing editor Jim Woodward 
production and layout Doug Bryce 
prehistOriC archaeology Mark Sutton 
historical archaeology Glenn Farris 
avocational societies Anne Q. Duffield 
associate editor Ron May 
proofreaders Bob Orlins and 

Valerie Levulett 
Proceedings editors: Martin Rosen 
1991 Annual Meeting 

program Dick Markley 
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New Member Package Christian Gerike 
Emergency MOnitors and 

Advisors Barb Bocek 
OHP Uaison Rob Jackson 
SHRC Information Center Michael Glassow 

Committee Members Christian Gerike 
State Legislation Jim Woodward 
PCL Board Member Ric Windmiller 

Curation John Johnson 
Easements Bill Dreyer 
Fund-raising Scott Carpenter 
SCA Archives Jane Gothold 
Recognition of ArchaeolOgical 

Programs John Parker 

r-------., 

I Next Newsletter I 
I I 

Deadline
I I 

I is June 15. I 


- ..II- ---- -

[ MEMBERSHIP RENEWAL ) 


This is the time of year for all Califor
nia archaeologists, along with interest
ed students, avocationals, and institu
tions to renew your membership in the 
SCA. To the majority who have already 
renewed by mail and at the Annual 
Meeting, we thank you for your contin
ued support and participation in the So
ciety. 

Please check your mailing label to see if 
your membership has expired. 

This is the last SCA Newsletter you 
may receive under last year's member
ship. If your address has changed, 
please let us know by using the en
closed form. 

A copy of the SCA Proceedings, Volume 
3 will also be provided promptly to ali 
new and renewing regular, institution
al, contributing, and life members. Vol
ume 3 includes "California in World 
Prehistory" by Brian Fagan, and arti
cles on rock art, shellfish analysis, and 
the archaeology of the Santa Ynez River 
Basin and Edwards AFB. 

The SCA depends on membership dues 
for the majority of its budget. Member
ship has grown to more than 600 this 
year, reflecting the growth and diversi
ty of California archaeology. Your sup
port makes it possible for the SCA to 
provide communications and advocacy 
for research, preservation, and public 
support of archaeology in California. 
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Rock Art Conservation 
(Continued from page 1) 

how to proceed should that occur. In addition. the 
Mendocino County Archaeological Ordinance makes 
it a misdemeanor to knowingly disturb any archaeo
logical site. punishable by a fine of up to $1.000. 

One site leads to another. and due to the immense 
public interest in Mendocino County archaeology. 
Mark Gary began a lecture series in 1985. The lec
tures are given to schools. civic groups and foresters. 
Slides are shown of recent excavations and rock art. 

and artifacts are brought for examples. The public 
has responded by reporting hundreds of new sites. 
and for rock art. the public awareness program has 
more than doubled the data base. 

The Keystone Petroglyph boulder (MEN-2200) is perhaps the most complex boulder in the northwest coast 
region and also one of tremendous archeological significance. At least three distinctive "styles" are present. 
ne superimposed upon the other. Drawing by John Betts. © 

As a spin-off of the Archaeological Commission. and 
as a representative of the Mendocino County Mu
seums. we are often asked to advise a landowner on 
how to take care of a discovery. Property owners. for 
the most part. are very interested in archaeological 
sites and there are many owners who have made 
surface collections. When we meet with an owner on 
a site and see their artifact collection. we attempt to 
educate the person about the extent of the site. the 
importance of the relationship between the site and 
the artifacts. and how to best take care of these re
sources. 
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To illustrate how little attention rock art in Mendoci
no County has received. a short history of research 
is presented. The first petroglyph site on record was 
noted by William Snell in 1868. In 1908. Samuel 
Barrett published his ethnogeography that reported 
on several Porno Baby Rocks. In 1929. Julian Sew
ard reported on eight sites. By 1940. a total of nine 
sites had been recorded. For the next 23 years. not 
a single petroglyph site was recorded. Between 1963 
and 1983. the total number of sites had risen to 25. 

(Continued next page) 
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Rock Art Conservation 
(Continued from page 4) 

Rock art researchers during the period 1868 and 
1983 include: Steward 1929; Barrett 1908 & 1952: 
Heizer 1953; Heizer and Clewlow 1973; Clewlow 
1978: Hedges 1982 & 1983: and Foster 1982 & 
1983. DespIte a small sample of sItes, specific styles 
and functions were advanced by the authors. 

For the past 5 years, the more than 25 new petro
glyph sites recorded in Mendocino County were re
corded maJnly due to public partIcipation. Adding to 
the total are sites recorded by the CalifOrnia Depart
ment of Forestry (Daniel Foster. Program Manager) 
and the CalifOrnia Department of Parks and Recrea
tion (E. Breck Parkman. Northern Region Archeolo
gist). Five petroglyph sites were disCovered shortly af
ter a lecture to the UC Hopland Field Station staff 
and employees. FolloWing a lecture to a PTA group, 
two sites were reported west of Willits. and so on. 

Wh11e an increase in public awareness can lead to an 
increase in data and knowledge. the increase in 
numbers of people coming to Mendocino County can 
increase the amount of defaCing and ultimate de
struction of sites. For example, the Fish Rock Petro
glyph SIte (MEN-2019) is located adjacent to a 
county road that has experienced an increase in traf
fic. In the past year the boulder has been scratched 
by a ranch worker and spray painted by a log hauler 
to announce the CB channel he was on. 

Spyrock (MEN-1912) is also a petroglyph boulder site 
located adjacent to a county road that is receiving in
creased traffic. Over the years. this schist boulder 
has been the target of various kinds of damage. The 
locals are very concerned with the continuing van
dalism, and they will confront visitors to the site. 
These roadSide petr.oglyph sites are very vulnerable 
and present a difficult challenge to conselVaUon in 
MendOCinO County. 

These sites are usually located on private land. The 
recordation effort depends largely on volunteers. will
Ing to be trained. who can spend the time needed to 
completely document a site. 

Methods employed in recording rock art sites in 
MendOCinO County include, but are not limited to 
photography. videography. molds, scale drawings 
and illustration. The Keystone and Spyrock illustra
tor. John Betts. worked to depict the various aspects 
of element interpretation. application methods (such 
as pecking or inCising). and superimposition. 

tntimately. we will need to do more to protect sites 
like Spyrock. For the Spyrock dilemma it is hoped 
that the people of Laytonville will help the County 
Ar~haeological CommiSSion develop a conselVaUon 
plan. When the local public has an awareness of the 

value of such a resource, and has a say in how to 
protect it. it will be their plan that will have the best 
chance for success. 

The Keystone petroglyph location (MEN-2200) is a 
single mica chlOrite schist boulder containing 2000 
elements representing virtually every known style in 
the area. The boulder is completely decorated with 
glyphs. 

These two sites, Spyrock and Keystone. are Signifi
cant for a number of reasons. First of all, the discov
ery of Spyrock in 1982 provided the first evidence of 
elaborate, complex rock art boulders in the north
west region. The accepted "Northwest Coast Style 
Area" reported by Clewlow (1978:622) was actually a 
description of only one of the "styles" present, the 
most recent one characterized by deeply incised lines 
on schist boulders. 

This style is thought by Clewlow to have appeared 
around AD 1600. Both Spyrock and Keystone con
tain the characteristic incised lines and cupules de
Sribed by Clewlow. Both rocks. however, contain en
tirely different rock art elements including concentric 
Circle motifs CalVed in bas relief. There are fourteen 
examples of these on Spyrock and two on Keystone. 

It is our opinion that these figures are part of a rock 
art style that dates back at least a few thousand 
years. This rock art style was never well developed 
in this area, since only four sites have been found 
which show traces of it. We had long suspected tre
mendous antiquity to this early rock art style due to 
the highly weathered appearance of these glyphs at 
Spyrock when compared to the incised linear motifs. 
We could not demonstrate our hypothesis, however. 
since superimposition was absent. 

A few years later. the Keystone boulder was disCov
ered which provided the evidence we were looking 
for. At least three separate rock art styles are 
present on this rock. the oldest of which is charac
terized by concentric Circle motifs CalVed in bas re
lief. An incredibly complex assemblage of other ele
ments are also present. including hundreds of 
cupules and thousands of incised lines. Careful 
analysis of the superimposition revealed that these 
were placed last. calVed on top of earlier motifs. 

Rock art studies in the northwest coast region are 
continuing. Leigh Jordan is working on an M.A the
sis at Sonoma State, and Breck Parkman is leading 
an effort to update Heizer and Clewlow's earlier 
work. One thing is. certain: the rock art of this re
gion is far more complex than previously recognized. 
Our goal Is to bring this to the attention of landown
ers. public review agencies, and rock art scholars. 

(Continued on page 7) 
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President's Message Continued 
(Continued from page 2) 

3) Individuals or groups that have a genetic or familial 
relationship with the remains should be granted the 
right to detennine their disposition. 

While the areas of agreement are important, there are 
areas where there is no consensus. We may not always 
agree as to what constitutes respect or cultural sensitiv
ity. The major point of contention, however, seems to be 
who has the authority and responsibility to make deci
sions when genetic affiliation is not clear. A number of 
Indians, anthropologists, legal scholars and others have 
argued that respect for human or civil rights means 
that Native American groups should make decisions re
garding the treatment of Indian burials, even in the ab
sence of demonstrated, direct blood ties. 

Many archaeologists feel divided in this conflict be
tween: 

• 	 scientific values they espouse, and 
• 	 the respect they have for the religious values of 

others. 

The American Anthropological Association's (AAA) Code 
of Ethics is relevant here since it addresses these kinds 
of conflicts, since archaeology is a subdiscipline of an
thropology, since most of us have degrees in anthropolo
gy and identify ourselves as such, and since the Code 

"explicitly addresses these kinds of conflicts. The Code 
of Ethics acknowledges the complexity of scientific en
deavors, but clearly indicates what the choice should be 
in such a situation where there are conflicts between 
cultural and scientific values. 

"In the final analysis, anthropological research is a hu
man undertaking, dependent upon choices for which the 
individual bears ethical as well as scientific responsibili· 
ty...in a field of such complex involvements, misunder
standing, conflicts, and the necessity to make choices 
among conflicting values are bound to arise and to gen
erate ethical dilemmas. It is a prime responsibility of 
anthropologists to anticipate these and to plan to re
solve them in such a way as to [do) damage neither to 
those (whose culture) they study, nor in so far as possi
ble to their scholarly community ... in research an an
thropologist's paramount responsibility is to those 
(whose culture they study.) When there is a conflict 
of interest, these individuals come first." (Empha
sis added.) 

How this responsibility we have to California Indian 
Communities, past, present, and future, can be met 
needs to be examined. I also feel that we have a more 
specific responsibility to communicate any scientific 
values associated with any materials in question. Indi
an or other groups or individuals making decisions re
garding the disposition of grave materials, should have 
all the infonnation available to make a decision. Per
sonally, I feel that we have been negligent in this mat

ter. My candid discussions with representatives of Cali
fornia Indian groups indicate that unless we focus on 
the goals we have in common, unless we promote the 
principles many of us value, and unless we support Indi
an efforts to obtain more control over the treatment of 
their ancestors, we will continue to be excluded from the 
legislative process on the Katz bill, and any similar 
bills. Also, the conflicts we have seen, thus far, will es
calate during implementation of this or subsequent 
bills. 

There is no doubt in my mind, and in the minds of oth
ers, that a repatriation bill will pass in California-if 
not Katz's bill, then another one. Similar bills have 
passed in other states less concerned with civil and hu
man rights than California. Is it in our best interest to 
have a repatriation bill pass without our support and 
involvement? The Society's previous position, which 
emphasized what was wrong instead of what was right 
and how we could work to make it better, was basically 
ineffective and alienated many people who are our part
ners in our efforts to protect California's heritage. 

At the Business Meeting, someone said that we have be
come a Society of California Archaeologists instead of 
the Society for California Archaeology and that the So
ciety has lost the connections it once had to the Indians 
of this State. Another emphasized that communica
tions with Native Americans should be with, not at and 
includes listening attentively to their concerns. We 
need to renew our ties and increase communications 
with California Indian communites. 

I am convening a group of people, all of whom are well 
known to you, to enter into a dialogue regarding repatri
ation issues. I envision, among other things, a series of 
forums to explore the Society's role. I hope that this ef
fort will result in solutions that will meet California In
dian needs while allowing scientific analysis in appro
priate situations. I also hope that this discussion will 
lead to an era of cooperation rather than continue the 
conflict that has marked the history of Indian! 
archaeologist relationships. 

I am especially concerned about our relationship with 
the Native American Heritage Commission. The Com
mission is the only State organization specifically creat
ed to deal with issues of interest to Indians. We share 
many of the goals of the Commission-especially the 
protection of cultural sites important to California Indi
ans. Cooperation between our organizations can benefit 
this state's cultural heritage. I am committed to work
ing with the Commission; we cannot afford to do other
wise. I also want to develop stronger partnerships be
tween all the different organizations that care about 
California history. This past year we have entered into 
a number of new relationships with environmental or
ganizations and other advocacy groups. We need to 
broaden our public and political credibility and support 
this year. I look forward to talking with you about 
these issues and opportunities as we work together over 
the next 12 months. 
Sonia Tamez, President 
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MARK R. HARRINGTON 

AWARD FOR CONSERVATION 


ARCHAEOLOGY 

PRESENTED TO 

LESTER A. ROSS 


by Jim Woodward 


The recipient of the Mark R Harrington Award for 
Conservation Archaeology this year was a charter 
member of the SCA. though he is not usually regard
ed as an old-timer. 

As a graduate student he mtnored in soil science. 
with an emphasis on geomorphology. His Master's 
research produced what may still be the only report 
in Orange County on a burled prehistOriC house 
floor. discovered by stratigraphic analysis. Though 
completed more than 20 years ago in one of the most 
intenSively studied areas in the world. it still shines 
as one of the best reports in Orange County for Its 
substance and scholarship. according to one of hiS 
colleagues. 

He is well organized. thorough. and disciplined in his 
research. An interest in using historic records led 
htm to write one essay on historic metrology. produc
ing a guide to systems of weights and measures in 
America. Canada. Britain. and France from the 17th 
to 19th centuries. 

Our honoree contributed to the growth of the Society 
for Historical Archaeology. as editor and executive 
board member. As a keen observer of his archaeo
lOgical colleagues and our rituals, he wrote a detatled 
manual for the SHA on conference planning. includ
ing advice to have the hotel stock "20-4()OA! more beer 
for their bar than they are accustomed to for other 
conferences... 

He served as laboratory director of the Fort Vancou
ver project from 1971 to 1976. defining and inter
preting the material culture used by the Hudson's 
Bay Company. ca. 1829-60. Following that proJect. 
he worked for Parks Canada until 1982 conducting 
baste research on tools and technology. Computer
Jzed catalogs and guides were produced on ship
wreck inventories. and artifact types ranging from 
metal drill bits to wooden casks. 

Presently, he operates. by himself. a Cultural Re
source Information Center covering a geographic 
area larger than four states. He has a well-deserved 
reputation for effiCiency in providing a prompt and 
reliable service to archaeologists and planners. and 
one of the few who provides extensive historical data. 
And he Is willing to charge top dollar for this service. 
for which he is also well known. He maintains a 
bUSinesslike and professional appearance. and a 
non-confrontational. non-political approach on be
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half of archaeology. Thanks largely to his outreach 
and missionary work. a growing list of city and 
county planning departments are cooperating with 
his Information Center. and making greater efforts to 
comply with CEQA. 

This individual has actively negotiated with agencies 
and developers to accept easements to preserve sites. 
As a pragmatist. he accepts that not all Sites can be 
preserved. but he has successfully insisted that they 
be looked for. recognized. adequately documented. 
and impacts mitigated. 

At the San Bernardino County Museum. he has built 
a program that is helping to protect hundreds and 
hundreds of sites, in one of the fastest growth areas 
of California. With his role as coordinator of a major 
Information Center. as a participant and leader on 
numerous committees out of the spotlight. he has 
demonstrated a strong commitment to pUblic ser
vice. For his contributions to archaeological re
search. for the successful conservation of resources. 
and for upholding the highest standards in Califor
nia archaeology. I am proud to present the Mark R 
Harrington Award this year to Lester A. Ross. 

Cultural Resources Management 
CRM Position 

Chambers Group, Inc., an Orange County
based environmental consulting firm seeks a 
Senior Archaeologist who shares our high 
standards of professionalism to join our Cul
tural Resources Management group. The 
firm offers a stable work environment, pro
fessional challenges, and the opportunity to 
work with scientists that provide studies of 
the highest technical quality. This is a full
time permanent position with company-paid 
benefits plus a liberal incentive program. 

We require a scientist with an ad
vanced degree (Ph.D. preferred) with 
extensive experience in Cultural Re· 
sources Management. Specialization in 
Historical Archaeology or Lithics Anal· 
ysis is preferred. 

Please Send Resume to: 

Chambers Group, Inc. 
1761-A East Garry Avenue 
Santa Ana, CA 92705 

Philip de Barros April 5, 1990 
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Reconsecration Of Human 

Remains 


At Field Museum 

by Jonathan Baas, Vice President, 


Collections and Research 


Editors Note: Native AmeriCan requests jor reburial 
and repatrtation oj coUections are occwing nation
wide. The diversity oj laws and policies in other 
states and institutions, such as Chicago's Field Mu
seum ojNatural History. may be oj interest as Calijor
nians address these issues. Other viewpoints and 
poltctes will be published infuture Newsletters. 

In December 1989 the Board of Trustees of Field Mu
seum adopted a policy for the return of human skele
tal remains and associated bUrial objects to the liv
ing descendants of specific indMduals. This policy 
was developed in response to a growing recognition 
of the need to comply with native people's wishes to 
have their ancestors removed from the Museum and 
returned for reburial or reinterment according to tra
ditional practices. 

A policy that allows for the permanent removal of 
any objects from the collections is a matter of great 
1mportance. as the collections of the Field Museum 
stand at the very heart of the institution. It is only 
through the use and maintenance of the collections 
that the Museum can fulfill Its basic mission to pre
serve. inCrease. and disseminate knowledge of natu
ral history. In thus deCiding to establish a policy for 
the reconsecration of human remains. the Museum 
is making a unique· exception to its commitment to 
maintain the integrity of the collections. 

In developing the policy for the return of human re
mains and aSSOCiated bUrial objects. many factors 
had to be considered. The ftrst lOOming issue that 
had to be faced was the loss of the SCientific value of 
these collections. The Field Museum has remains of 
approximately 4.000 indMduals from around the 
world. 

Is there any value to be gained through the scientific 
study of these bones long held in our storage facili
ties? Will we lose knowledge if these bones are re
turned to liVing peoples for reburial? The answer to 
these questions is a resounding ''yes!'' 

The analysis of human skeletal materials Is today 
undergoing a revolution equal in every way to the 
revolution brought about by the discovery of radiO
carbon dating forty years ago. Discoveries just with
in the past decade now enable phySical anthropolo
gists and archaeologists to begin to reconstruct the 
health and diet of ancient peoples. biological rela
tionships between groups of people. movement of tri
bal groups from one area to another. and even pat
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terns of reSidence after marriage (whether the couple 
goes to live with the bride's family or the groom's). 
One example will help illustrate the kinds of informa
tion anthropologists can get through new techniques 
of analysis: 

By comparing the chemical composition of a person's 
teeth with that of other. nondental bone tisSue. an
thropologists can now begin to determine whether in
dividuals moved around in the course of their life
times. As we all know. humans grow a permanent 
set of teeth in childhood. These permanent teeth. 
when growing. incorporate very small -"trace"
amounts of certain elements. such as strontium or 
fluorine. from the food and water a person con
sumes. The kind and proportions of trace elements 
found in the plants. animals. and water of a particu
lar area depend upon the local geology and the 
source of the water. Thus. the trace elements found 
in one's teeth reflect the area where that person lived 
as a child. when the permanent teeth were growing. 

Like teeth, one's other bones also incorporate trace 
elements from food and water. In contrast to teeth. 
however. the chemical composition of bone is con
stantly changing. as new tissue replaces old. When 
a person moves from one area to another, therefore. 
the chemical composition of the bones changes. re
flecting the trace elements in the new environment. 
When the tissue stops changing at death. the trace 
elements in the skeletal material represent the latter 
years of the person's life. Therefore. by comparing 
the trace elements in a person's teeth and bones. the 
anthropologist can determine whether the person 
moved from one .geographical area to another in the 
course of his or her lifet1me. and possibly even the 
location of the childhood home. Taken together, 
these factors all provide the anthropologist with a 
window into the past to look at the movement of peo
ple across the landscape. This window has just been 
opened in the past five years. and It Is but one of 
several exciting new avenues of research arising out 
of recent analytical breakthroughs in bone chemiS
try. 

In the face of such advances in analysis and the val
uable information that may be gained from an analy
sis of human skeletal material. it was even more dif
ficult to make the decision to return human remains 
for reinterment. However. the decision was based on 
the judgement that when descent can be established. 
public policy and the wishes of the descendants 
clearly outweigh the scientific values of retaining hu
man remains in the collection. 

Having made the decision to return. upon request. 
human remains and associated bUrial objects. sever
al additional factors had to be COnsidered in develop
ing the Museum's policy of repatriation. Of central 
1mportance in returning remains is that they go back 
to the appropriate group. Toward this end. the poli
cy states that human remains will be returned to 
any group for (Continued on next page) 
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(Continued. from paae 14) 
relnternment when such material is requested by an 
appropriate representative of that grouP. and if the 
rema1ns are of ancestors of the requesting group. 
"Ancestors" can Include any past members of the re
questing group so long as there is a clear historical. 
archaeological. or ethnographic link to the group. It 
Is not necessary to establish direct ldnshlp ties be
tween living members of the group and the deceased. 

Although this policy was initiated to respond to the 
wishes of Native American peoples. it directly applies 
to all other cultural groups as well. It was felt that 
such a policy cannot be limited to just one group. 
but must be applied to all as a general prinCiple of 
human equality. In the case of requests COming 
from foreign countries. remains will be conSidered 
for return only where there Is an Jmplemented stand
ing policy on the part of the requesting people and 
their national government to reinter deceased indi
viduals and aSSOCiated grave objects. 

Of course. In implementing such a policy there may 
be some disagreements with respect to a specific 
group's relationship to requested remains in the Mu
seum's collections. The Museum will continue to 
make its archives and files related to remains availa
ble for review by representatives of descendant cultu
ral groups making claims to such materials. The 
Museum will work cooperatively with these represen
tatives to facilitate and expedite the return of such 
remains for relnterment according to the appropriate 
religious traditions. It Is also recognized that cus
toms of different groups vary. so relnternment will 
encompass all traditions Including burial. cremation. 
or possibly an above ground resting place. 

In the event that there Is a basic disagreement about 
the materials to be returned or the disposition of 
these materials. the Museum will submit the disa
greement for resolution to an Jmpartlal third party. 
as authOrized under the law of I1l1nols. All parties 
will also have the right to appeal to the courts for a 
final determination. The means of resolving disagree
ments are outlined In the Museum's existing proced
ural gUidelines covering requests for repatriation. 

The adoption of this repatriation policy at the Field 
Museum does not mean that the entire skeletal col
lections will be taken out and rebUried In the near 
future. Most of the human remains In the collection 
are prehistOriC In origin and date back hundreds or 
even thousands of years. With rare exceptions there 
are no mown descendants of these prehistoric re
mains. and these will be available for lJrnited SCientif
Ic research while the Museum continues to care for 
them in a respectful fashion. There will also be cas
es where recognizable descendant groups do not re
quest the return of ancestral remains. The Field Mu
seum has remains from Europe, Africa. Asia. and 
South America. as well as North America. and many 
from countries where there is an active archaeologi
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cal tradition and the scientific analysis of human 

skeletons Is a well established part of the culture. 

Furthermore. even In those cases where groups do 

request the return of materials. it Is Ukely that most 

will allow for basic analysis of the remains before 

they are relntered. 


What this policy does mean Is that the Field Museum 

Is entering a new era of open dialogue with native 

people In the U.S. and abroad. The rich anthropo

logical collections In the Museum reflect the cus

toms. art. and Inventiveness of myriad groups. past 

and present. around the world. It Is not enough to 

be Simply a caretaker of these collections; however. 

the Museum must take an active role In reaching out 

to build ties and open lines of communication with 

the people. continuing the vibrant traditions of other 

cultures. 


Reb ai/Repatriation B 

AB 2577 Amended 


by Jim Woodward, 
 !SCA State Legislation Chair II 
II 

On March 13 the Assembly Water Parks and Wildlife II 
Committee voted 10-0 to support AB 2577 by Rich I 
ard Katz (D-Sepulveda) as previOUSly reported in the I 

I 

March SCA Newsletter. As this issue went to the !,! 

printer. the bill had been taken off the Assembly 
Ways and Means Committee calendar at the author's 
request. and no future hearingS have been sched
uled. . 

Amendments to AB 2577 were Included In a revision 

dated March 26. are summarized below: . 


• One year has been added to the proposed deadline 

for completing an Inventory of skeletal remains and 

aSSOCiated artifacts. now mandatory by July 1. 1992. 


• Possessors would forward to the Native American 

Heritage Commission (NAHC) a list of human re

mains and associated artifacts Including "the date. 

geographical location, and depth of soll of the site In 

which the remains or artifacts were orfglnally found." 


• The NAHC would have the responsibility for deter

mining the most likely descendants (MLDs), a duty 

previously assigned to all persons and agendes pos

sessing human remains. 


• Within a year of notification MLDs would notify the 

NAHC. rather than the possessor. of which items 

they wish returned. 


• Private individuals could bring civil action against 

possessors who fail to comply. 


• Penalties recovered from Civil actions ($5.000 to 
$25.000 for each violation) would be paid to the 


.NAHC. 
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Assembly Bill # 2577 

Amended in Assembly March 26, 1990 
Introduced by Assenbly Member Katz 
Coauthors: Assembly Members Chac
on, Eastin, Hauser, Hayden, Hughes, 

Polanco, Roos, Roybal-Allard, Vascon
cenos. and Norman Waters: and Sena

tors Dills, Leroy Greene, McCorquodale. 
Morgan. Nielsen, and Vuich. 

An Act to add Sections 5097.991 and 5097.992 to the Pub
lic Resources Code, relating to Native Americans. 

The people of the State of California do enact as follows: 

Section 1. The Legislature hereby finds and declares all of 
the following: 
(a) Numerous agencies and organizations of the state. as 

well as private museums and umverslties. have In their 

possession the skeletal remains and associated grave arti 

facts of Native Americans. 

(b) Some of these remains and artifacts are easily tracea

ble as to or1g1n and. in other Instances. origin can be in

ferred with reasonable certainty. 

(c) Many in the Native American community have ex

pressed a strong . interest in acquiring these skeletal re

mains and associated grave artifacts for purposes of rein

terment or other disposition consislent with tribal religious 

or cultural practices. 

(d) Keeping these remains in institutional collections ob

jectlfles Native Americans and fosters the notion that these 

temains are collectibles. 

(e) A method Is needed to ensure the respectful return of 

these skeletal remains and associated grave ar..ifacts. 

Section 2. Section 5097.991 is added to the Public Re

sources Code. to read: 

5097.991. For the purpose of Section 5097.992. the fol

lowing terms have the following meanings: 

(a) "Associated grave artifacts" means any item or Items 

reasonably believed to have been Ir.tentionally placed with 

human skeletal rerr.ains of an individual at the time of bu

rial and which can be traced with a reasonable degree of 

certainty to the specific skeletal remains with which it or 

they were buried. 

(b) "Skeletal remains" means the body or any part of the 

body of a deceased human. in any stage of decomposition. 

Section 3. Section 5097.992 is added. to the Public Re

sources Code. to read: 

5097.992. (a) Not later ban Ju!y l. 1992. all public agen

cies and private persons. Institutions. ar.d organizations 

which possess Native American remair:.s and associated 

grave artifacts shall compile and fc;ward to the Native 

American Heritage CommiSSion (NAHC]. a list of all re

mains and associated grave anifa~ts in their possession. 

Included with this list. at a minim,lr..1. shall be the date. 

geographical location. and dept}: of soli :>f the site in which 

the remains or artifacts were originally found. In instanc

es where the person or e:.tity in possesGion of t.-"e remains 

and artifacts has information that would likely assist the 

commiSSion in the Identi::'cation of the 11:05t !ikely descen

dants. including. but no~ limited to. c_Jmral, ethnograph

iC. archaeological. and hl:.torical In."omlation. this informa

tion shall also be forwarc..:d to the (;.:J1nmisslon. 

(b) Not later than October 1. 1992 the NARC shall notify 

the respective most likel:l descendants of the items or re

mains possessed ar,d the circumsta'1ces surrou::1ding their 


acquisition. 
(c) Not later than one year after notification. those most 
likely descendants shall which. if any. items or remains 
they wish returned and the manner. time. and place of the 
return and notify the NAHC. which shall in turn notify the 
persons or entities in possession. 
(d) The person or entity in possession shall return the 
items as requested. unless they were acquired or are re
tained with the express consent of the most Ukely descen
dants, 
(e) 

(l) Wherever a dispute arises with regard to the 
disposition of skeletal remains or associated grave 
artifacts pursuant to this section. the procedure set 
forth in this section shall be the exclUSive remedy 
available to the aggrieved party under this section. No 
cause of action shall lie until the procedure set forth in 
this section is completed. 
(2) The aggrieved party shall submit to the adverse 
party documentation describing the nature of the 
grievance. The aggrieved party and the adverse party 
shall meet within 60 days of the mailing of the initial 
grievance and shall either concur or disagree after 
reviewing the appropriate documentation. 
(3J If after the meeting the parties disagree. they shall. 
Wlthln 15 days following the meeting designate a third 
party. agreed on by both original parties. to assist in 
the resolution of the dispute. If an agreement as to 
the designation of the third party is not reached within 
15 days. the NAHC shall automatically be designated 
to serve in that capacity. 
(4) Following the designation of a third party. the 
aggrieved party may submit a petition. together with 
supporting documentation. to the third party describing 
the nature of the grievance. The aggrieved party shall 
serve a copy of the petition and all the supporting 
documents on the adverse party at the time of ftling. The 
adverse party shall have 30 days to respond to the 
petition by filing a response and supporting 
documentation with the third party. copies of which 
shall be served on the aggrieved party by the adverse 
party at the time of filing the response. 
(5) The third party shall review the petition. the 
response. all supporting documentation submitted by 
the parties. and other relevant information. Following 
that review and within 90 days after the ftling of the 
petition. the two original parties and the third party 
shall. by majority vote. rel'lder a decision with regard to 
the matter in dispute. 
(6) When the disposition of any skeletal remains or 
associa~ed grave artifacts is disputed and subject to 
arbltr;;:.bon under this section. the party in possession of 
the remains or artifacts shall retain possession until the 
arbitration process is completed. 

(f) Any person or entity that fails to comply with this sec
tion shall be ineligible to receive state funds and is subject 
to civil penalties in an amount not to exceed $25.000. but 
shall not be less than $5.000. for each violation. which 
shall be assessed and recovered in a ctvU action brought in 
the name of the people of the State of California by the At
torney General or by and district attorney. county counsel. 
or city attorney in any court of competent jurisdiction. 
(g) A civ'J action described In subdMsion (f) may be 
brought by private parties. 
(h) Pena.,ies recovered from civil actions brought pursuant 
to subjivlsions (f) and (g) shall be paid to the NAHC. 
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Revised Position Of DPR On 
AB 2577 

Editor's Note: The CaliJornia Department oj 
Parks and Recreation has changed its recom
mended position on AB 2577 from "oppose 
unless amended" to "support with amend
ments." Excerpts from the DPR biU analysis 
Jollow. 

The Department is cOmmitted to the right of Native 
AmeI1cans to determine the dispositlon of their an
cestors' remains. and therefore is in support of the 
bill as amended. However. the Department stU! has 
a number of concerns that need to be addressed for 
the implementation of the bU!: 

• There is no appropI1ation in the bUl. Funds are 
needed to comply with the bUrs requirements. 

• Although DPR has already completed its inventory 
and the costs of providing this information to the 
NAHC would be minimal, the Department's Office of 
Interpretive Services estimates the cost to de
accession the DPR collection could run as high as 
$788,000. 

• The overall cost to the state to complete the inven
tory process could be significant. The NAHC has 
identified the Lowie Museum of Anthropology at UC 
Berkeley. UClA. UC Santa Barbara. and the Califor
nia State Universities at Chico, Hayward. Sacramen
to, and San Jose, in addition to DPR, as possessing 
remains. 

• Disputes artsing between the possessor and the 
MID over the time. place. and/or manner in which 
the items are to be returned should be settled utUiz
ing the arbitration mechanism specified in the bill. 

• The Department is concerned about the penalty 
provtston dealing with ineltgibility for state funds. 
The penalty should not apply if there has been a 
good faith effort at compliance. 

• Activities required by the bill should be exempt 
from the prOViSiOns of CEQA. 

H~nry R Agonia. Director 
Department of Parks and Recreation 
State of CalifOrnia 
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seA Board Actions Regarding 

Reburial and Repatriation 


by Sonia Tamez 


The SCA Executive Board passed two resolutions 
ApI1l 7. 1990 regarding repatI1ation issues. 

The Board unanimously passed a motion to recon
sIder its opposition to AB 2577. 

The Board also unanimously resolved the following: 

1. HistoI1c and SCientific research and educational 
interpretation are important and need to be pursued 
in a culturally sensitive manner. 

2. Human remains, whether culturally identifiable 
or not. must at all times be treated with respect. 

3. We support the prtnciple of Native AmeI1can de
scendants to have decIsion-making authoI1ty regard
ing the treatment of their ancestors' remains. 

See preSident's message, beginning on page 2, for 
related information. 

Excerpts of Remarks by Jim Woodward, 

Past SCA President on AD 2577 at 

Assembly Water, Parks & Wndllfe 


Committee Hearing 

March 13, 1990 in Sacramento 


Throughout the world anthropolOgiSts have tradition
ally supported native claims for land. legal rights, 
and heI1tage values. We would like to support AB 
2577. if amendments can be provided to make the 
bill's procedures workable and reasonable. We rec
ommend amendments that would empower Native 
Californians in claiming the remains of their ances
tors where that claim can be reasonably demonstrat
ed. This bill creates many new problems that will 
certainly become subject to litigation. Further. the 
bill also creates requirements and deadlines which 
cannot possibly be fulfilled. 

We support legislative direction calling on institu
tions to inventory their collections and to share this 
information with all Interested parties. The cost of 
compliance may be high for state agencies and other 
public and private institutions. The bill should in
clude acknowledgment and analysis of the financial 
obligations that would be created by this state
mandated local program. 

We respect the religious beliefs, traditions. and val
ues of Native AmeI1cans. some of which you have 
heard expressed this morning. We support the 
(Continued on next page) 
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AS 2577 Hearing Testimony 
(Continued from page 13) 

We recommend amending AB 2577 to apply only to 
burials dating after AD 1500. This time frame corre
sponds to many cultural and population changes 
that are evident in the archaeological record. The 
temporal UrnUation would allow Native Americans 
and archaeolOgists to work together on the most sen
sitive and important cases. and would :m1nim1ze the 
problems involving costs. deadlines. property rights. 
potentiallitlgation. and disputes over who has Iight
ful authority to deCide the disposition of these bUri
als. Such a compromise would balance the public 
interest in history and heritage values with personal 
beliefs. while allowing for progress on this deeply-felt 
issue. 

Letters On AB 2577 


Memorandum April 4. 1990 
To: Marilyn Olson. Chief 
Legislative Office 
California Department of Parks and Recreation 

Given the Department's/ Agency's support for the 
concepts within the bUl, I will restrict my comments 
to technical problems that exist in the bUI. 

1) The MLD [Most Likely Descendant) should not 
solely establish conditions for "return of the materi
als." Conditions should be agreed to by the posses
sor and MLD to avoid costly or unreasonable require
ments related to manner. time. and place. 

2) The bill should require that all returned materials 
be reburied. For some reason this has been over
looked. or maybe to some it is so apparent that it 
need not be mentioned. but it is the reburial that is 
the goal for those supporting the bUI. 

3) The amendments have not addressed DPR's earli
er concern regarding identifying the MLD. The bUl 
should contain provisions for detenntning the appro
priate tribe or tribal representative to receive the ma
tertals. This issue should be treated in much the 
same way the Smithsonian resolution treats appro
priate identification. 

I defer to [the Office of Interpretive Services) regard
ing costs associated with carrying out the bUI. We 
discussed this with you and the Director. and all be
lieve that there are Significant costs aSSOCiated with 
implementation. These would be dealt with in the 
budget bill. 

Richard G. Rayburn. Chief 
Resource Protection Division 
California Department of Parks and Recreation 

Editor's Note: Clay Singer testffied in "support with 
amendments" at the Assembly Water Parks and. Wild
Ufe Committee hearing on AB 2577 March 13. ex
cerptsfrom his February 10 letter are reprcxluced here 
with permission. 

Dear Mr. Katz: 

Mr. Lany Myers. Executive Secretary of the Native 
American Heritage Commission. asked that I review 
the text and testify in favor of the bUl, or an amended 
version thereof. As it now stands. I believe that AB 
2577 is incomplete and. therefore. cannot accom
plish its deSired goal. namely "to ensure the respect
ful return of .... skeletal remains and associated 
grave goods." If this goal is to be achieved. a number 
of critical elements must be added to the bill. 

1) There must be a flexible working plan and 

time table. 


2) 	 A knowledgeable staff is needed to cany out the 
plan. 

3) 	 Adequate funding is necessary to make the plan 
work. 

As written. AB 2577 asks institutions and others to 
thoroughly inventory and divest themselves of some 
materials which they may have systematically accu
mulated over a half-century or more. Sim1larly. the 
bill asks Native Americans to make quick decisions 
on several issues without suffiCient time for discus
sion or debate. 

As an anthropologist and archaeologist I'm com
pelled to ask such questions as: 

*Who is going to deCide what is a burial aSSOCiated 
artifact and what is not? 

*Who is going to analyze the bones and/or artifacts 
before they are returned to the Native Americans? 

*Should the inventory be left in the hands of college 
students and archaeolOgists. or should Native Ameri
cans be involved in the process? 

*How could the general public benefit from this mul
ticultural experience? 

In summary. if AB 2577 is to succeed it must be 
amended in three ways: 1) adequate monies must be 
provided to fund a professional staff to cany out the 
stated goals: 2) the professional staff must be given 
suffiCient time to develop and implement a long
range working plan: and 3) a flexible plan. with ex
pliCit goals and objectives. must be generated with 
the assistance of many people. 

. Clay A. Singer. Archaeologist 
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Stanford's Osteological 

Collections: 


An Ohlone Replies 


I wholeheartedly agree with the viewpoints expressed 
by Francis Riddell concerning the dlfilculties which 
modem day Ohlones are faced. If educated and cul
tured people of this generation desire to promote the 
welfare of liv1ng Ohlones. the move by Stanford for 
reburial of its osteological collections lacking proper 
analysis ts falling short of the mark. 

If Anglo society today ts burdened by guilt for past 
atroctttes committed by their ancestors towards 
mine. reburial wlll not heal those wounds and/or 
scars. I am unable to hold another man responsible 
for what his grandfather may have done to my 
grandfather. but I can challenge him not to respond 
or react in simllar manner. Likewise. he too. should 
be able to call me to the same challenge. 

Barbara Bocek writes (January 1990 SCA Newslet

ten that "There was no pressure and no 'politics'; 

there was not even any publiCity until after our deci

sion was made." She ts correct that "there was not 

even any publicity:' the majority of the Ohlone peo

ple read about the move in The San Francisco Chront

.. de. In later meetings with the Ohlone people we 

were informed. by U.S. Justice Department represen

tative Stephen Thorn. that the sessions would be 

called off if anyone revealed to the media any infor

-mation related to our deliberations. 

After the November session in which I voiced my con
cerns, quite cl1fferent from those held by Larry Myers 
of the Native American Heritage Commtsslon. I was 
cOIweniently removed from the mailing ltst announc
ing future meetings. My father. Felipe Pedro Galvan 
continued to be informed. yet the announcements to 
him usually arrived a day or two after the meeting. 

I have written to Stanford (April 10) on behalf of 
these Ohlone people: Felipe P. Galvan of Mission 
San Jose in the City of Fremont who represents 214 
Ohlone descendants of Dolores M. Galvan (1890
1982): Ella Rodrigues of Salinas. who represents 
some 200+ Ohlone descendants; and Kenneth Mar
quis of San Jose. who represents some 300+ Ohlone 
descendants. 

While we do desire proper interment of our ancestral 
remains held by Stanford University. we also desire 
that Stanford continue for the present to curate Its 
human skeletal remains collections and aSSOCiated 
grave goods. The curation Is to provide for their fu
ture uUlization in scholarly invest1gatlons. per the 
recommendations of the report by Phillip Walker of 
UC Santa Barbara. Stanford University has not yet 
reached agreement with the majority of the Ohlone 
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people on the disposition of these collect1ons. There 
are Ohlones who are not against scientific and his
toric investigations. 

Andrew A Galvan, an Ohlone Man 

Late News( ) 

At the April 26 SHRC meeting it was an
nounced that Commissioner Michael Morat
to had reSigned, effective tmmediately. 

CALL FOR PAPERS II 
SCA PROCEEDINGS 

VOLUME 4 

July 1st is the deadline for contribu
tions to next year's SCA Proceedings. 

Those wishing to make a permanent 
contribution to the literature on Califor
nia archaeology are encouraged to 
polish your SCA paper from the Annual 
Meeting (of any year) and send it along 
with graphics to: Martin D. Rosen, Edi
tor, SCA Proceedings, 7226 Viar Ave
nue, San Diego, CA 92120-1926. (619) 
237-6751. 

A revised style guide is included in Vol
ume 3. This year's Proceedings is being 
sent to all regular, institutional, con
tributing and lifetime members who did 
not receive their copy at Foster City. 
The SCA is proud to continue this valu
able series, and is pleased to acknowl
edge the fine work of editors Rosen, 
Lynne Christenson, and Tim Gross, and 
the contributions of the authors in Vol
ume3. 
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Van Born Loses Appeal Over 

Reburial of Grinding Stones 

Reprinted courtesy of the Riverside 


Press-Enterprise by Sybel Alger 

(March 30, 1990) 

Edited for pubHcation. 

A Sun City archaeolOgist said he may appeal a ruling 
that two grindstones he found in a San Diego County 
Indian grave must be rebUried along with the skele
tal remains of two prehistoric men. 

David Van Horn. 45. majority owner of Archaeologi
cal Associates in Sun City. s2.1d yesterday he is a 
''voice in the wilderness" trying to preseIVe academ
tes' rights to study early man. 

He has not had possession of the stones since 1986. 
but has been fighting to keep them available for 
study. The stones were placed in custody of the San 
Diego Museum of Man pending the outcome of the 
court case. 

The 4th District Court of Appeals ruled against Van 
Horn in an order released earlier this week. It up
held a previous ruling !Jy Riverside County Superior 
Court. which ordered Van Horn to return the stones 
for reburial. 

State Deputy Attorney General Manuel M. Medeiros. 
who represented the Native American Heritage Com
mission in the suit against Van Horn. said the ruling 
is a precedent that put an end to any questions 
about a state law regarding the use of human re
mains and artifacts buried outside of marked ceme
teries. 

More than 20 other states have similar laws requir
ing grave contents to be reburied by Native Ameri
cans. regardless of the materials sclentlfic value. he 
said. 

As a result of the ruling. " ... it should be clear the law 
is enforceable and will be enforced." Medeiros said 
yesterday. 'The state Legislature has determined 
that. at least as to newly discovered bones. they're 
going to be treated as in any other cemetery." 

Reburial of Native Americans' remains has been an 
issue throughout much of the country. The Smith
sonian Institution and other federal museums have 
been negotiating whether to release catalogued re
mains and artifacts. 

Remains held by the Califo:nia Department of Parks 
and Recreation have been LTl limbo for a decade after 
the American Committee fo!" ?rt:servation of Archaeo
lOgical Collections sued to stop :-eburial. An environ
mental impact report is being prepared for a plan to 

rebury the remains in several public places, includ
ing state parks. The committee gave Van Horn ft
nancial assistance in his legal battle. 

Native American representatives say their ancestors 
deseIVe to rest in dignity. not sexve as specimens in 
a museum or laboratory. 

The state Legislature passed a law that took effect 
January 1. 1984. which made it unlawful to disturb 
human remains and artifacts when a grave is discov
ered. The Native American Heritage Commission. a 
nine-person panel appointed by the governor. is re
sponsible for trying to identify the remains, either by 
tribe or descendants. and a.rrangtng for reburial at or 
near the same site or another site designated by de
scendants, M;edetros said. 

The crime was upgraded to a felony in a 1988 
amendment. 

In 1985. Van Horn was preparing an environmental 
impact report for a proposed bUSiness park. He was 
under contract to the city of Vista. 

Van Horn said he found a grave with the skeletons of 
two men and two grinding stones. He called the San 
Diego County Coroner's Offtee. which told him to 
have the San Diego Museum of Man take the skele
tons. Van Horn took the stones to Sun City. 

MedeirOS said the coroner's office erred in allowing 
the bones and stones to be removed. The Nattve 
American Heritage Commission was not called, but 
learned of the find a year later. he said. 

The Commission usually is able to negotiate rebUrial 
of remains. Medeiros said. Van Horn held fast. say
ing the issue was an ethical one. Anything that is 
known about the prehistory of man is through the 
archaeologists' work." Van Horn said. 

Editor's Note: Section 5097.99 of the Public 
Resources Code states: No person shall ob
tain or possess any Native American arti
facts or human remains which are taken 
from a Native American grave or cairn on or 
after January 1. 1984. except as otherwise 
provided by law or in accordance with an 
agreement reached pursuant to subdivision 
(1) ofSection 5097.94 or pursuant to the pro
visions of Section 5097.98. (I'hts refers to 
agreements with the most likely descendants 
or the Native American Heritage Commis
sion.] 
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News From The Avocational 
Societies 

by Anne Q. Duffield 

I want to thank the SCA ExecuUve Board for this op
portunity to get the network going (again) among the 
avocational societies. The first Big Question was 
(and frankly st111is): How many avocaUonal sOCieties 
are there in California? The following groups are on 
the current "alive and well" list: 

American Rock Art Research Assoc. (ARARA) 
Antelope Valley Archaeological Society (AVAS) 
Archaeological Survey Assoc. of Southern CA (ASAl 
Coachella Valley Archaeological Society (CVAS) 
Coalinga Archaeological Research Group (COALARG) 
Fresno County Archaeological Society (FCAS) 
Friends of the Institute ofArchaeology (FOA) 
Pacjfic Coast Archaeological Society (PCAS) 
Sacramento Archaeological Society (SAS) 
San Diego County Archaeological Society (SDCAS) 
Santa Clara County Archaeological Society (SCCAS) 

There must be more of you out there, but we haven't 
heard from you yet. Would love to regularly receive 
newsletters and/or press releases from all, so SCA 
can publlcize your events. commend your accom
plishments. share information on publications. plug 
·your fundratsers, or whatever. Write Duffield. 13
095 Beech Avenue, Desert Hot Springs, CA 92240. 

Letters of inquiry sent to two societies from the "mas
ter list" came back as undeliverable: Kern County 
Archaeological Society and San Fernando Valley 
Archaeological Society - wrong addresses? We 
hope these two have not gone the way of some before 
them - belly up. 

News Items 

AHARA Conference May 26 - 28: The front-page 
article of La Pintura. newsletter for the American 
Rock .Art Research Association, suggests plans are 
all in order for the big once-a-year event to be held at 
the Hollday 11m - Broadway in Tucson over Memorial 
Day weekend. As always. the program consists of 
two days of papers and one day of fieldtrips to local 
rock art sites. This year the field trips are going to 
Cocoraque Butte. Saguaro Monument West. the Tor
tollta Sites, Cerro Prieto. South Mountain Park and 
the San Pedro Sites. Contact ARARA at P. O. Box 
65, San Miguel. CA 93451 for more information. 

News from SDCAS: Jim Royale. President. de
scribed plans for one of that society's biggest annual 
events, the Table Mountain Survey and Agave Roast. 
Aprt128 - 29 near Jacumba. Since the mid-70's. the 
San Diego group has been working at the site. 
SDCAS has a cooperative management agreement 

with BLM to record. or re-record. at least 25 sites a 
year out there. They've documented over 200 sites 
in a Six square mile area and will be back out in Oc
tober - all hands welcome. SDCAS has many other 
interesting activities going on as well - more about 
them in future issues. P. O. Box A-81106. San Die
go. CA 92138 (619) 538-0935. 

From The FrIends of Archaeology at UCLA: Their 
Second Annual Pre-Colum.blan Potluck. is sched
uled for Saturday, May 5, at the home of Helle Girey 
in Northridge - for info: (818) 886-1832. Sounds like 
great fun - the "rules" are that you can use any in
gredient in your potluck dish which was available in 
the Americas before 1492 - from the Arctic Circle to 
TIerra del Fuego. Members have come up with some 
"intriguing, creative and delectable dishes" such as 
"Moose Chile" and "Pumpkin Pineapple Tamales." Is 
this an idea with fundratsing potential? 

The Maturango Museum must be dOing land-office 
business with their tours of Little PetroatYPh can
yon this spring. Perhaps this is because tours ftl1 so 
quickly with reservation size down to 35 max1mum. 
Both the Pacific Coast Archaeological Society and the 
Archaeological Survey Association are scheduling 
group trips up to the China Lake Naval Weapons 
Center to see the rock art in May. PCAS is going May 
19. while ASA is going May 26. This is a don't-miss 
attraction for those who haven't done the tour. 

Big event in Cahul11a territory (unfortunately sched
uled the same date as the ARARA conference) is the 
annual festival a1 the Malkl Museum on the Moron
go Indian Reservation in Banning, to be held over 
Memorial Day, May 26 - 28. Cahu111a elder cathe
rine Saubel announced that they could use some 
help setting up for the festival. 

Another good idea from David Abrams of SAS; a full
scale workshop - or maybe a congress? - at the 
SCA meeting next year in Sacramento focused on av
ocatlonal societies. Would like to know how many 
members of SCA are members of an archaeological 
SOCiety as well? Our guess is that most archaeolo
gists see interaction with avocationals to be part of 
their professional mandate. Would like to see this 
hypothesis tested. 

Meeting Schedules: A Summary 

The suggestion was made that members would ap
preCiate knowing the meeting schedule of various 
groups so they could sit in on them when they're in 
town. 

SDCAS - meets the fourth Tuesday of every month 
in the County Building at 5201 Ruffin Road in Kear
ney Mesa, 7:30 p.m. The May 22 meeting will feature 
Dan Saunders on "Underwater Archaeology." 
(Continued on page 23) 
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AVOCATIONAL SOCIETIES 
(Continued from page 22) 

PCAS - meets the ftnt Thursday of the month at the 
Irvine Coast Natural History Museum. 2627 Vista 
Del Oro. Newport Beach. 7:30 p.m. 

CVAS - meets the second Tuesday of every month at 
the Toor Library in the Palm Springs Desert Mu
seum. 101 Museum Way. Palm Springs. 7:00 p.m. 
The next meeting will be May 8. and will feature 
Joan Schneider lectUring on "Archaeological Evi
dence for the AbOriginal Uses of the Desert Tortoise." 
Information: (619) 251-3320. 329-6242. 

FCAS - meets on the first Monday of the month in 
the Sarah McCardle Room of the Fresno County Free 
Library. 2420 Mariposa Street, Fresno. 7:30 p.m. 

ASA - meets four times a year at the San Bernardino 
County Museum. 2024 Orange Tree Lane. Redlands. 
The next meeting will be July 14; they are usually a 
day-long affair with a lecture and business meeting. 

lOA - next meeting and open board meeting is May 
17 at the home of Mimi and David Horner in Beverly 
Hills. Information: (213) 454-3365. Speakers in 
May are Dr. John Rick on "Zuni Pueblo - Past and 
Present: Archaeology and Equcation in New Mexico" 
on May 10. 8:00 p.m. and Roberta S. Greenwood on 
"Chinese Sojourners: Archaeology of Chinatown in 
Los Angeles" on May 24. 8:00 p.m. 

AVAS - meets the third Monday of the month (May 
21) in the Palmdale Cultural Building at 7:30 p.m. 

SAS - the various committees of this group meet reg
ularly once a month. as does the Board. In between 
times there is quite an assortment of lectures and 
field events available to members. including a May 
12 meeting with Ric Windmiller talking about Borax 
Lake. and a June 3 annual BBQ. June US they plan 
some fieldwork at Copperopolis east of Stockton. For 
information: (916) 485-8140. 

SCCAS - meets on the third Thursday of the month. 
September to June. at 7:30 p.m. The new location of 
the meetings is at West Valley College Student Sen
ate Chamber. 14000 Fruitvale Avenue. Saratoga. 
Dave Keefer will speak May 17 on 'Temples of An
cient Egypt." and Bruce Rogers provides "An Irrever
ent Look at the Prehistory of Micronesia" June 21. 

SCA NEWSLETrER 24 (3) 

Archaeological Riches Being 

Ravaged 


Experts in california Fear 

"Cultural Genocide" 


by Marcos Breton, The Sacramento 

Bee March 5, 1990 


(reprinted with permission) 


California'S cultural history is being damaged every 
day by rapid development that is slipping past an 
understaffed. nearly powerless state historical re
source system. archaeologists say. 

In a Situation deSCribed as "cultural genocide" by the 
former president of a leading state archaeology asso
ciation. experts are convinced that countless bUrial 
grounds. ancient villages and other histOrically valu
able sites are being systematically destroyed before 
they can be evaluated. 

'To a great extent. an awful lot of countries through
out the world recognize archaeological resources as 
patrimony. They are seen as irreplaceable and are 
protected." said Bill Siedel. an archaeologist with the 
state Office of HistoriC Preservation. 

'This is not the case in CalifOrnia." 

Powerful development interests. the lack of a state 
watchdog agency to protect sensitive sites and the 
lack of a comprehensive list of archaeological sites 
are major factors in the loss of this valuable history. 
experts said. 

However. not everyone agrees that the state is sitting 
idle while its history is being eaten up by progress. 

Brooke Arkush. an archaeologicalinvestfgator in Riv
erside. said that while California's historical protec
tion system is not perfect. it's still better than those 
in most other states. 

And. Kathryn Gualtieri. appointed by Governor 
Deukmejian to head the state Office of Historic Pres
ervation. said. "In some ways I think the state has 
been very responsive to archaeological needs. 

'There are more things we could be doing. but there 
isn't enough money in the world to fully protect all 
the archaeological sites in CalifOrnia." 

• In the city of Paradise. a prehistoric village was de
stroyed three years ago when a development project 
was permitted without the proper environmental re
view. said Bill Dreyer. who reviews archaeological 
projects in 12 Northern CalifOrnia counties. 

(Continued on next page) 
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Archaeological Riches 
(Continued from page 23) 

- In Long Beach and Orange County. various Indi
an burtal sites in the last year have been plowed 
under before they could be examined. said Keith 
Dixon. a professor of anthropology at Long Beach 
State University. 

-And in San Bernardino County last year. an ar
chaeologist who reviews environmentally sensitive 
projects found out about one of them too late to 
save valuable remains and a historic building. 

'We all have horror stories. but rattling them off 
doesn't accomplish anything." said Lester Ross. 
coordinator of the San Bernardino Archaeological 
Infonnation Center. 

What needs to be done. Ross said. is for the state 
to empower an agency to enforce the environmen
tal laws. 

Presently that task is left to local governments. 
which often Simply don't do a good enough job of 
enforcement. a number of experts said. 

City and county officials are too often oveIWorked 
and come under intense pressure from developers 
who don't want to be held up with expensive de
lays while their properties are studied by archaeol
ogists. some archaeological experts said. 

Gualtieri of the state Office of Historic Preservation 
said she disagrees that local governments aren't 
properly enforcing environmental laws. 

"It's a political decision to keep control at a local 
level. which I agree with. Local governments 
should have local control." 

Arkush. the archaeological investigator in River
side. said that cities and counties in his region 
have been very good at enforCing laws and hiring 
qualified archaeolOgists to preserve historical sites. 

While agreeing that some resources are lost to rap
id development. Gualtieri said a "partnership" be
tween the state and local archaeologists to fonnu
late an archaeological inventory would solve many 
problems. 

But only 300Al of lands currently being developed in 
the state are being surveyed for archaeological 
sites. according to estimates by the Society for Cal
ifOrnia Archaeology. 

As for the rest. nobody knows. said Jim Wood
ward. Society President. 

"I'm sure there are a lot of horror stories we don't 

even know about because we don't know what is out 
there." said Ken Owens. a historian at California 
State University. Sacramento. 

State Senator Milton Marks. D-San Francisco. intro
duced a bill last year that would have established a 
California Register of Historical Resources to docu
ment all the state's historical resources. 

The bill was vetoed by Deukmejian because it con
tained language that would have stiffened archaeo
logical protection laws. Marks Said. 

The veteran senator resubmitted the bill without the 
legal conditions that led to its initial defeat. 

The price tag for a state register would be $75.000 if 
Marks' bill was approved. 

Lack of funding for the state Office of Historic Preser
vation - whose budget is about $1 million for archae
ological protection as well as historic preservation 
throughout CalifOrnia - is proof that the preservation 
of archaeology simply is not a priority to Deukmeji
an. said Woodward. 

But Gualtieri said funding for the Office is fair. given 
the other priorities facing the state. 

"It isn't any secret where the governor's priorities 
have been in the prevention of crime and a high em
phasis on education. Those issues are very impor
tant to voters." Gualtieri said. 'There simply aren't 
enough resources or manpower to fully protect all 
the archaeological sites in the state." 

Susan Hector. past president of the Society for Cali
fornia Archaeology. said for the state not to do more 
to protect California would be "cultural genocide." 

Marks. who has introduced several environmental 
legislative bills. put it another way: 'There are 
many. many beautiful resources that aren't being 
protected. If they are lost. we will never get them 
back." 

Letters 


The Sacramento Bee. (published March 25) 

Re "Archaeological Riches being Ravaged". March 5: 
Many archaeological sites in CalifOrnia are being de
stroyed not only by vandals but by inadequate en
forcement of preservation laws. 

No one has asked for "enough money ... to fully pro
tect all the archaeological sites in California" as stat
ed by Office of Historic Preservation chief Kathryn 
Gualtieri. Archaeologists just want a chance for one 
good look at the 100.000 acres that are being 
(Continued next page) 
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Archaeological Riches - Letters 
(Continued from page 24) 

developed yearly in California. to protect what is fea
sible. and to salvage a tiny percentage of infonnation 
and artifacts from sites that must be destroyed for 
progress. For three years a coalitlon of preservatlon
ists has recommended that $100.000 be added to 
the state budget for staff to review state and local 
EIRs in compliance with existlng law. but the admin
Istration has refused support. 

Under state law. OHP Is responsible for maintaining 
records on archaeological and historic sites. OHP 
has delegated this job on a regional basis to 11 col
leges and museums. and has provided grants averag
ing under $2.500 a year (less than $8 a day per of
fice). Only half the counties and just 12% of cities in 
California are consulting with these regional infor
mation centers to identify known archaeological sites 
and sensitive areas where sttes are likely to occur. 

During the Deukmejlan-Reagan years. combined 
state and federal funding for OHP was cut in half 
from a high of $2.2 million, with resulting neglect 
and noncompliance with state preservation laws. Un
der state law. OHP and the State Historical Resourc
es Commission are required to write a comprehen
sive state preservation plan. with public input, and 
to update that plan annually with pUblic hearings. 
The current state history plan, approved in 1973, Is 
obsolete. 

GualUer1is correct in stating that a lack of stateWide 
planning. inventory funding. or CEQA review Is a po
litlcal decision. Ironically. it was Governor Deukme
Jian who signed these mandates into law in 1984. 
The public has a right to expect better leadership 
and service from the state. not just for compliance 
with the law. but for the intrinsic values that an un
derstanding of our diverse past can provide. 

Jim Woodward, President 
Society for CalifOrnia Archaeology 

Dear Jim: 20 March 1990 

I would find it difIlcult to write as chairperson of the 
SHRC urgtng funding of one program over another. 
As you know there is a great amount of funding nec
essary to carry out all of the programs entering the 
schedule of OHP. 

I would suggest as a commissioner not speaking as 
chairperson. that you draft possible legislation. and 
funding. for your program and find an author in the 
Legislature to carry such a bill for you which would 
enable OHP to enlarge their department and carry 
tl].e message of Infonnation Centers etc. to local com
munities. 
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It is quite easy to demand changes and increase 
funds; it is another thing to accomplish the de
mands. The key I believe Is in the Legislature. and 
they listen to the constituents in their own district. 

Pat Cologne 
State Historical Resources Commission 

On Preventing Burnout 

by Edward Abbey, 


a speech to environmentalists in 

Missoula, Montana. 1978 


Do not burn yourself out. Be as I am. 
A reluctant enthusiast and part-time 
crusader. A half-hearted fanatic. Save 
the other half of yourselves for pleasure 
and adventure. 

It is not enough to fight for the west. It 
is even more important to enjoy it while 
you can, while it's still around with 
your friends, ramble out yonder and ex
plore the forests, encounter the griz, 
climb a mountain, bag the peaks, run 
the rivers, breathe deep of that yet 
sweet and elusive air. Sit quietly for a 
while and contemplate the previous 
stillness of the lovely, mysterious, and 
awesome space. Enjoy yourselves. Keep 
your brain in your head and your head· 
firmly attached to the body, the body ac
tive and alive. 

And I promise you this one sweet victo
ry over our enemies, over those desk
bound people with their hearts in safe 
deposit boxes and their eyes hypnotized 
by their desk calculators. I promise you 
this: 

You will outlive the bastards. 
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Working in the Forest 

By: Leigh Ann Hunt, Eldorado Na

tional Forest, U.S. Forest Service 


What do hiking trails, housing tracts, logging, 
and freeway widening have in common? Most 
of the time, they are required to have an ar
chaeological survey before being carried out, 
under Federal or State laws. 

In Califomia, with its population growth and many 
acres of Federal land, the demand for archaeological 
surveys is great. This year, the need for archaeological 
surveyors in the U.S. Forest Service is at an all-time 
high because of the salvage logging of trees killed by ex
tended drought and recent disastrous forest fires. Sur
veying for the Forest Service is a special kind of archae
ology, and now the opportunities for work are wider 
than ever. Here are several points to consider if you are 
considering employment as an archaeological surveyor: 

Archaeological survey emphasizes walking the land, 
looking for visible signs of prehistoric and historic activi
ties and recording them when found. Occasionally you 
might assist in test excavations of sites endangered by 
proposed roads or logging, in order to find out if the site 
is important enough to save or to excavate further. 
Sometimes, especially on rainy days, you may stay in
doors and work on drawings, maps, site records, survey 
reports and notes. But the majority of time is spent in 
the woods, locating specific areas and systematically 
searching for archaeological remains. 

The work is hard: it is hot or cold, or wet or dusty. 
There are spiderwebs, flies, mosquitoes, and once in a 
while, bears. Then there are slopes and canyons to be 
scaled, streams to be forded, and logging trucks to be 
avoided. Some days nothing is found, and you wonder if 
you have forgotten what sites look like. 

But the work is interesting and crews locate sites of all 
kinds. On the Eldorado National Forest, you might lo
cate a prehistoric campsite, a Chinese mining camp, or 
a long-abandoned railroad. In the past couple of years, 
surveyors identified a "lost" portion of the Mormon Em
igrant Trail, located several prehistoric stone hunting 
blinds near the crest of the Sierra, and traced out near
ly all of the abandoned 1901 Califomia Door Company 
logging railroad. They descended into the road1ess 
Mokelumne Canyon and recorded prehistoric villages 
with pit houses, steatite boulder petroglyphs, and a rec
luse mountaineer's log cabin. Near the Georgetown Di
vide, they located a possible source of vitric tuff', one of 
the most common local prehistoric stone tool materials. 
On the Pacific District they found a "ceremonial" obsidi
an projectile point "about as big as your hand." All of 
these sites fill in pieces of the puzzle of the Eldorado's 
prehistory and history, and each piece of the puzzle re
corded is one site saved for the future, protected from 
inadvertent destruction during Forest Service projects. 

Crews have three to five people, with a foreman. A sur
veyor needs to be in fine physical condition, have a 
good head for maps and diagrams, and be able to take 
detailed notes on what is found. 

In addition to the pay, surveying for a season teaches 
one a Jot about the mountains - the trees and other flo
ra, fauna, geology, and geography. It keeps you in good 
shape and allows you to use your head. And once you 
have surveying experience, you can be hired at the next 
pay level. Currently there is a big demand by both Fed
eral agencies and private contractors for experienced 
archaeological surveyors. For those seeking permanent 
jobs, seasonal archaeologists have a good chance of be
ing hired when a permanent position becomes availa
ble. Permanent jobs have been established on all the 
National Forests and many of the Ranger Districts in 
Califomia, usually starting at the GS-5 level, with pro
motion opportunities to GS-9. 

In general, the qualifications needed for the 
Forest Surveyor positions are: 

GS-3 (Technician): 12 months general experi
ence, such as surveying, museum work, forest. 
($6lhour) 

GS-4 (Technician): 18 months general experi
ence as well as 6 months of specialized archae
ological survey experience. ($6.74lhour) 

GS-5 (Professional): Four year college degree 
or equivalent education, including 20 semes
ter hours of anthropology and three months of 
(Continued on next page) 
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ASSISTANT 
CURATOR 
NEEDED 

The Santa Barbara Museum of Natural 
History has a job opening for an assist
ant curator in anthropology. 

Salary is dependent on experience. 
Benetits are included. 

The position involves administrative 
and clerical support, as well as collec
tion management responsibilities. 

Computer expertise is desirable. Good 
organizational skills and attention to 
details are essential. 

Send resume and two letters of refer
ence to John Johnson, Curator ofAn
thropology, SBMNH, 2559 Puesta del 
Sol Road, Santa Barbara, CA 93105. 

Paid for by SBMNH. 

Working in The Forest 
(Continued from page 26) 

archaeological field experience (field school, 
etc.). ($7.54lhour) 

GS-7 (Professional): Same as for GS-5, plus 
one year of professional archaeological field ex
perience or graduate education. ($9.34lhour) 

Appropriate education can be substituted for 
experience in all levels. 

For more information about this kind of work, 
talk to an archaeologist at your local National 
Forest office or ranger station, or contact Judy 
Rose, Regional Archaeologist in San Francisco 
at (415) 705-2928. Most forests will hire their 
crews for the summer season by May. 

(Reprinted from the Sacramento Archaeological Society 
newsletter Headlines.) 

Paid for by the U.S. Forest Service 
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CONSULTANTS NEEDED FOR 
FORESTRY WORK 

The california Department of Forestry 
and F1re Protection is establishing a 
list of consulting archaeologists inter
ested in assisting private landowners 
with small-scale projects that are re
viewed by CDF. Typical projects in
clude recording and evaluating sites for 
timber harvest plans, controlled burns, 
and forest improvement grants. A few 
projects involve rehabilitation or miti
gation of sites damaged by past log
ging. 

The present system of referring project 
applicants to the Information Centerst 
lists of SOPA-qualified consultants has 
not been adequate to facilitate on-site 
reviews in a timely manner. The state 
cannot continue to delay project ap
proval if applicants have no ability to 
obtain the needed archaeological inves
tigations. Therefore, CDII' has decided 
t~ maintain a more comprehensive list 
of professional archaeological consul
tants. 

SOPA eligibility or certification is not 
needed, but membership in the SCA is 
desired. Applicants may need to dem
onstrate qualifications if CDII' is not fa
miliar with your professional work. 

Interested consultants should contact, 
by mail or phone: Dan Foster, CDII' 
Archeology Office, P.O. Box 944246, 
Sacramento, CA 94246-2460 
(916) 322-0171. 

CDF plans to update this Hst every six months. 
PaId for by CDF. 
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Volume 24, Number 3 

n May 12, Scholars Conference on California 
Indian Shamanism. CSU - Hayward, 9 AM 
5 PM. (415) 881-3104. 

n May 12. Third Biennial Desert Conference 
(archaeology, history, biology. geology, and 
resource management). 9 am - 5 pm. CSU, 
Dominguez Hills. (714) 773-2428. 

n Through June 17. Urban Archaeology Exhibit; 
Gold Rush Era. Asian Art Museum. San 
Francisco. (415) 668-8921. 

n May 13 - 19, HIstortc PreselVation Week. 

n 
I 

June 1. State HIstortcal Resources Commission 
(SHRC) meeting in Sacramento. 

n June 10. AB 2577 Questionnaires due to SCA 
Secretary Lynne Chrtstenson. 

n June US. next SCA Newsletter deadline. 

n June 18. Native Amertcan Herttage Commission 
meeting in Sacramento. 

n June 23. SCA Executive Board Meeting in 
Richmond. 

n July 1. Contrtbutions to the SCA Proceedings 
Volume 4 due to editor Marty Rosen. 

n October 5. SHRC meeting, Fresno. 

n 	October 12 - 14. Great Basin Anthropological 
Conference. HoUday Hotel. Reno, Nevada. 

n 	 October 21. Northem SCA Data sharing 
meeting in Chico. 

n 	 October 25 • 28. Southem SCA Data Sharing 
Meeting in COnjunction with the CaUfomla 
Indian Conference. UC Riverside. 

n 	 March 21 • 24. 1991 SCA Annual Meeting. 
Radisson Hotel. sacramento. 


