
than scientifi c organ izations.  A major research question was the 
o rig in  of the American I nd ians and what. if any, re lationsh ip they 
had to the many earthworks found throughout the eastern Un ited 
States. A popular theory was that a " lost race" of Mound Bu i lders, 
perhaps lost Israel ites or  European invaders, had bu ilt the mounds 
prior to settle me nt by the Indian tribes who inhabited the area at 
the time of European discovery. The various academies were in 
competition to find ind isputable eviden ce of this lost race and its 
Old World or ig ins,  and to legit imize themselves as scholarly 
o rgan izations. The setting was thus r ipe for forgeries, hoaxes.  and 
contested claims .  

To summarize the p lot furthe r wou ld spoi l the story of readers . It 
can be said, however, that McKusick has done an admi rable job of 
solving the mystery of the conspiracy and presenting the story i n  a 
readable , but scholarly fashion .  Chapter 1 7 , "The Extent of the 
Conspiracy" is especia l ly helpfu l in  pu l l ing together al l  of the l i nes 
of evidence for the conspiracy, and summarizing the roles played by 
the various "characters" .  The book has numerous photographs and 
l ine d rawings that serve both to i l lustrate the story and to provide 
evidence. The type-face is rather smal l and may prove d ifficu l t  for 
persons  with vision problems. Despite this minor problem ,  the book 
should be enjoyed by anyone interested in the h istory of archaeo logy, 
the local h istory of the Quad Cities, o r  just as an i ntrigu in g  mystery .  
The book also makes an i mportant contribution toward u nderstanding 
the development of scientific claims that are not backed by 
com petent  scientifi c  methodology. 

Lynne P. Sul l ivan 
New York State M useum 

Keneti: South Seas Adventures of Kenneth Emory, by Bob Krause 
Un iversity of Hawaii Press, 1 988 , 41 9+ix , i l L ,  index , $35 .00 

Most American archaeologists have not heard of Kenneth Emory, even 
though he is one of the senior American archaeologists . The problem 
is that he  l ives and did much of h is work in the only state not in  
North Ame rica, an  area not normally included in overviews or 
h i stories of "American"  archaeology. 
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Emory was raised i n  Hawai'i (h is parents moved there from 
Massachusetts when he was two), but rece ived an Ivy League 
education (Dartmouth , Harvard, Yale). A biology major as an  
undergraduate at Dartmouth , he had developed an i nterest i n  
Hawaiian language and folklore when growing up i n  Honolulu.  The 
year he graduated ( 1 921 ) .  a meeting with Herbert Gregory ,  the new 
d irector of the Bishop Museum, netted him a $75 per month job as 
assistant ethno log ist. According to his biographer, Emory had to 
l ook the word up after the interv iew ! 

Gregory, a geo logist and noted southwestern exp lorer, had g rand 
plans of major ethnological research in  the Pacific and Emory was 
one of the several people to be h i red as part of thi s  program (others 
included Robert T. Aitken. E.S. Handy, Ralph Linton ,  and E. W. Gifford) . 

Emory's first archaeolog ical experience came that same year as 
assistant to Aitken in  a reconnaissance of Haleakala C rater on MauL 
Shortly the reafter he  retu rned alone to excavate severa l s ites on the 
crater floor. The author does not en l ighten us on how E mory 
conducted excavatio ns without any archaeolog ical knowledge 
whatsoever. It was in this first expedition that Emory used local 
i nformants for information on the o rigin and use of sites .  This 
began h is work in ethnoarchaeology and ethnoh istory that he used 
later on on Lana'i and in the Society Islands. I n  fact, Emory's 
research focus slowly sh ifted in the late 1 920s from archaeology to 
"salvage" ethnography because he found that much cou ld be learned 
from P olynesian cultures that we re fast disappearing .  

Emory's lack of  formal training in  anthropology led h im to beg in  
graduate work shortly after taking the Bishop M useum posit ion and 
the need for a h igher salary finally led him to get a Ph.D.  He took a 
course u nder Kroeber at 8erkeley in 1 921  and got h is M .A. under 
Roland B. Dixon at Harvard in 1 922 (those were the days of 1 year 
masters'). He finally completed h is Ph .D .  at Yale under George Peter 
Murdock in 1 946 . H is dissertation was a pioneering study using 
word comparisons to date the Polynesian migrations.  It  is not clear 
if any of these studies included archaeo logy. At Harvard , he 
attended lectures by Hooton and Tozzer, whose students "were 
thoroughly g rounded in  archaeology" (Dan ielsson 1 967:6) , but th is 
does not appear to have included any field experience .  

After  a 20 year lapse , h is archaeological career takes up  again in  
1 950 when be began excavating a cave on Q'ahu that turned out  to 
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have stratigraphy (thought not to exist in  Polynesia) a nd provided 
the first radiocarbon date in the Pacific. This work rep rese nts the 
beginn ing of scientific archaeology i n  Hawai'i for it forced 
archaeologists to look at archaeological remai ns fro m an 
arch aeologica l  perspective rather than mere ly forcing them i nto 
incorrect ethnog raphic models (Graves and Ekelens 1 991 :5) . He and 
h is students at the U n iversity of Hawaii ,  where he began 
moonl ighting after World War 11 to improve his income, went on to 
make a series of excavations on other Hawaiian Islands and 
elsewhere in Polynesia. Emory also helped in itiate the Hawai i  
Conse rvation Counci l  that did i mportant work i n  locati ng sites and 
protecti ng them from poth u nte rs. His i nvolvement i n  archaeolog ical 
conservation led him on one occasion to throw himse lf in fro nt of a 
bu l ldozer.  This aspect of Emory's career is an important one and 
needs to be explored further than Krause did. 

The author is a journal ist a nd friend of Emory's who has written 
several books on Hawaiian history. The book is clearly intended for 
a general  audience as i ndicated by its lack -of notes or refe rences. 
Krause does an  exce l lent job of synthesizing info rmatio n from 
i nterviews with Emory, his wife ,  and his co l l eag ues and from 
journals kept by Emery. He obviously had to be seiective in what 
aspects of Emory's long and diverse career he should i nclude. For 
obvious reasons, g reate r emphasis is placed upo n Emory's 
ethnog raphic work, wh ich has more adventu re about it than h is  
archaeological wo rk . Scholars interested specifically i n  Emory's 
archaeological career wil l  fi nd a number of expeditions and p rojects 
in Hawai'j u n mentioned (see the ch ronology of Hawaiian archaeology 
in Newman 1 969).  

The author does a good job of showing both the professional and the 
personal side of his subject. Emory's constant struggle to live on 
h is measly m useum salary (he received $1 25 per month in  1 921  and 
$300 per month during the early 40s) , the effect of his long field 
trips on h is married l ife ,  the d ifficulty of accompl ish i n g  fieldwo rk 
so far from communication routes, and so on al l  provide a view of an 
anth ropolog ist's l ife that might be min i mized in  an " intel lectual" 
bio.g raphy.  

A final chapte r looking at Emory's archaeolog ical work from a 
"presentist" perspective wou ld have been helpful (some of this is 
done by Kirch 1 986:1 3- 1 7). Emory. at 94, although apparently no 
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longer able to work, is one of the oldest people listed i n  the A A A  
Guide to Anthropology Departments ( 1 990- 1 99 1  edit ion).  

Polynesian archaeology is so young that examination of its h istory is 
just beginn ing .  This book on the work and l ife of one pioneer in  the 
field is an  important beg inn ing .  I hope that h istorians and 
archaeologists wil l begin to take up the subject now. Many of the 
pioneers are sti l l  a l ive and able to provide a perspective on their 
work that will n ot be avai lable when only the i r  publ ications and 
f ie ld notes remai n .  

Andrew L .  Christenson 
P rescott , Ari z o n a  

Danielsson ,  Bengt 
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Petrog lyph Boulder at Kahak u loa, Lana'i 

(From :  Kenneth P .  Emory,  The Island of LanJi: A Survey of Native 
Culture, 8 .P .  Bishop Bulletin 1 2 , 1 924) 
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Plans of Lana' j hei a u 
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