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by

Alice B. Kehoe
Marquette University

The one book very graduate student in archaeology should read to understand how archaeology can be scientific — the one book
collaboratively written by an experienced, intelligent archaeologist (Kelley) and a mature, respected philosopher of science
(Hanen), both authors seasoned teachers who can distance themselves from the fads and personalized controversies of their
respective fields.
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Archaeology and the Methodology of Science does not intended to be a history of archaeology. The history it is concerned with is
the history of the philosophy of science, and that only insofar as its presentation clarifies meanings and issues in contemporary
understanding of the nature of science. For a reader unfamiliar with the history of science, the book will be helpful, although Guy
Gibbon's 1989 Explanation in Archaeology is a more focused critique, and a more sophisticated (and demanding) level. What
makes Archaeology and the Methodology of Science directly relevant to the history of archaeology is Kelley's device of illumi-
nating Hanen’s expositions of philosophy by presenting capsule cases of real archacological work or controversies. Two chap-
ters, “The Social Context of Archaeology,” and “Some Critical Archaeological Cases,” are built on these candid discussions
drawn from Kelley’s level-headed observation of her colleagues, and from her own work. The “interests™ approach from sociol-
ogy of science, that personal background and career interests make the pursuit of science a less than rational business, is clcarly
supported by Kelley’s case studies.

No one will read Archaeology and the Methodology of Science for pleasure, but as one finishes it, a quiet pleasure ensues: how
pleasant to read so solid, careful a presensation of how to think as a scientist should. The book contrasts with the programmatic
scientism, relying on a couple of philosophers either obsolete or limited to the physical sciences, that purports to be philosophy of
science in the New Archaeology. We sincerely hope that Kelley and Hanen are earning a place in the history of archaeology as
the eminently qualified writers who pulled archaeology back to contemporary philosophy of science.
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